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Highway Transport Study for New England Governors Made Public 


Document prepared for governors’ conference by 
its Committee on Public Transportation includes 
recommendations for more uniform require- 
ments pertaining to safety and such matters as 


length and weight of vehicles, for repeal of 
transportation tax, and for outlawing free or re- 
duced rates on government traffic. More liberal 
policy by I.C.C. as to motor rights advocated. 


Page 17 


Tariffs Increasing Express Rates 4 Per Cent Filed With 1.C.C. 


Increase, designed to cover greater annual ex- 
penses of Railway Express Agency, applies on 
all shipments throughout U.S., except on car- 


loads and on milk and cream, newspapers, and 
human remains. Agency asks authority to make 
increase effective on short notice. 


Page 18 


Southern Railroads Request 7 Per Cent ‘Emergency’ Rate Increase 


Freight forwarders also join in plea for such 
rate hike. In asking Commission to consider 
their request together with motion by eastern 
and western lines for a like increase, southern 
carriers say they are not joining in petition 
of other railroads for 15 per cent rate boost 
sought because of asserted inadequacy of rate 


of return. Hearing on 7 per cent increase to 
begin Nov. 26, in Kansas City, Mo., instead of 
in Chicago. Oral argument to be held Dec. 3. 
Organizations comprising 21 state commissions 
ask handling of 15 per cent increase case under 
general procedural rules. ‘Emergency’ Increase 
motion encounters opposition. 


Pages 19, 23, 51 and 52 


Federal Court Holds Dual Rate System of Ship Conference Unlawful 


U.S. Court of Appeals for District of Columbia 
sustains contention of Isbrandtsen Co., finds 


that provision of shipping act of 1916 bars use 


of contract arrangement under which shippers 
who agree to use ship conference vessels exclu- 
sively are granted lower rates than others. 


Page 29 


Substituted Motor Rights Over Entire N.Y.C. System Approved 


Commission, division 1, authorizes substitution 
of motor carrier service for rail service over 
46 regular and alternate routes along ‘lines 
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east’ of New York Central, observes that N.Y.C. 
already has authority to provide such service 
in its ‘Big Four’ and ‘lines west’ districts. 
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Here’s what shippers say about 


PENNSY 


TRUCFRAIN 


*T am happy to tell you we are using your TrucTrain operation 
with great satisfaction and we note with interest that you are 
extending this service...’ F. G. Cartiipce, Mgr. of Trans- 
portation, John A. Roebling’s Sons Corp. 


‘We are most enthusiastic about .. . TrucTrain Service when 

long distance movements are in order . . . extremely success- 

ful. ..°’ RicHArRpD P. Moses, Purchasing Agent, Edward Stern 
5 ~ 


and Company, Inc. 


“I am very pleased to advise you that... we have not had 
a claim for loss and damage on any TrucTrain ship- 
ment.” R. Macuire, Manager Traffic Division, The Atlantic 
Refining Company. 


“In terms of speed, responsibility, safety and reliability, you 
have a terrific service to sell.”” D. Ross, General Traffic Manager, 


General Cable Corp. 


SERVICE 


“We are very much pleased with the service . . . our warehouse 
in Chicago will not permit us to use any other service... 
packages arrive in far better condition than when shipped 
by truck.” J. M. Sparz, Traffic Manager, Pennsylvania Indus- 
trial Chemical Corp. 


These are just a few excerpts from the hundreds of com- 
plimentary letters we received from shippers using 
Pennsy TrucTrain Service. It will pay you to find out more 
about this fast, convenient door-to-door service for trailer- 
load shipments. Phone your PRR Freight Representative. 
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EDITORIAL 


F ANY ONE of the individuals who in the recent political 

campaign ran for election to public office were to make 
an honest statistical report on his pre-election efforts, a part 
of the report might read something like this: 

Number of hands shaken, 20,883. 

Number of speeches made, 1,409. 

Number of political rallies attended, 40. 

Total attendance at such meetings, approximately 21,000. 

Number of converts gained for Our Own Political Party 
at such rallies, none. 

Reason for lack of converts: Absence, from those meet- 
ings, of people other than those interested in success of Our 
Own Political Party. 

It's a fairly long leap from the political arena to the field 
of transportation and traffic management. But the men and 
women whose vocations are in the latter field have a con- 
tinuing opportunity, if not an obligation, to take part in a 
sort of campaign which, to them, is no less important than 
the political campaign is to the seeker of public office. They 
should be—and many of them are—taking part in a coopera- 
tive effort to obtain recognition by the public generally, and 
by top executives of commercial and industrial enterprises 
particularly, of the qualified traffic manager's role in expedit- 
ing and making smooth, efficient and economical the flow of 
goods in the channels of commerce. 

In recent weeks there have been many “‘rallies” of traffic 
and transportation people, locally, regionally and nationally. 


chouse National meetings of that sort have included those of the 
‘toned ff National Defense Transportation Association, the American 
“tt | Society of Traffic and Transportation, the Delta Nu Alpha 

Transportation Fraternity, the National Association of Ship- 

pers Advisory Boards, the American Trucking Associations, 
al Inc., and the Associated Traffic Clubs of America. On this 
using week's schedule are the annual meetings of the National 
mitt. Industrial Traffic League and the Association of American 


Railroads. 








railer- 
tative. 











HE suggestion we are about to make is no “brainchild” 

of our own; it’s one which has been put forward by 
others, on more than one occasion, and we think it merits 
more attention than it has received. It’s simply this: Traffic 
and transportation people do too much talking to each other 
and not enough talking to (or with) people in other fields of 
work, people who need to know, and would be glad to know, 
more about the work that’s being done and the accomplish- 
ments that are being made by specialists in transportation and 
traffic management. 


















































Few traffic and transportation people are so well informed 
about conditions and developments which affect the work 
assigned to them that they cannot profit by attending meetings 
such as those we have mentioned. Educational aspects are to 
be found in talks by speakers recognized as authorities in 
their respective fields, in panel discussions and open forums 
on timely subjects, in committee reports on currently trouble- 





























The Contractor Is Receptive to Traffic Knowledge 


some transportation and traffic problems, and in debates on 
organization policies with respect to legislative proposals or 
other matters actually or potentially affecting the job of the 
traffic manager, whether his role be that of selling transporta- 
tion service for a carrier or buying such service for an indus- 
trial or commercial establishment. And some of these organ- 
izations (the Associated Traffic Clubs and Delta Nu Alpha, 
for instance) put additional emphasis on traffic education 
through sponsorship, by local chapters or clubs, of special 
courses of study for their members. 

The atmosphere of good fellowship prevalent at meetings 
of traffic and transportation people obviously adds much to 
the enjoyment of such meetings by all present. Educational 
programs are to be commended, of course, and in these days 
of rapid technological and economic changes, such programs 
are essential for people in traffic and transportation who want 
to forge ahead. But there’s an important place for social ac- 
tivities, too, in the schedules of transportation organizations. 
Opportunities for better acquaintanceship among representa- 
tives of hostile interests often result in better understanding 
and in removal of much of the hostility. 


 e-weagiean opportunities should be afforded, we believe, 
for non-transportation people to attend meetings of 
transportation organizations, especially local meetings which 
they can conveniently attend. The educational and social 
benefits made available by such meetings should not be con- 
fined to men and women now engaged in traffic and transpor- 
tation work. All of us need to acquire more knowledge in 
our own field, of course; but in the traffic management field 
there is now an even greater need for dissemination of 
knowledge about the traffic man’s responsibilities, and about 
the worth of his services, among present and prospective 
leaders in other areas of business and industry. 


You don’t win any “converts” to your cause—that of 
“selling” traffic management—in meetings attended only by 
traffic and transportation people. Nor can you be an effective 
“missionary” for the traffic management profession if you 
make no effort to become acquainted with others than those 
with whom you do business. The fields in which such “mis- 
sionary”’ work can be done—such as those of finance, market- 
ing, education, purchasing, engineering, agriculture, and 
politics—are unbounded. 

If permitted to attend meetings of one or more transporta- 
tion or traffic organizations, Contractor Jones, Sales Manager 
Smith, City Councilman Miller and Farmer Johnson would 
appreciate the educational and social features as much, per- 
haps, as do the members of the organization, and would 
probably come away with better insight into the work traffic 
and transportation specialists are doing. In time, the term 
“traffic management” would cease to be mysterious or in- 
comprehensible to them. With knowledge so acquired, they 
might be able, some day, to offer suggestions in places where 
those suggestions would be most helpful. 


COVERAGE 


Only American offers you the 
extra speed of direct one- 
carrier service to all ten lead- 
ing retail markets...more than 
two-thirds of the top thirty... 
all twenty-three leading indus- 
trial areas, in the United States. 
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CAPACITY 


American has space for your 
shipment where and when it’s 
needed most. A combined 


daily lift potential of over aj 


half million pounds gives 
American the greatest cargo 
capacity of any airline. 





ONLY AMERICAN AIRFREIGHT OFFER@Tt 
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FREQUENCY DEPENDABILITY AMERICAN 
Shipments get faster forward- First with scheduled airfreight, 
ing...spend less time in termi- American today has the largest, AIRI 
nals with American’s greater most experienced personnel 

» frequency of schedules. Over force ...most modern handling 
1000 departures daily offer facilities. Is better able to solve 
more service to more cities shipping problems... provide 


than any other air carrier. dependable on-time deliveries. 
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—carries more cargo than any other airline in the world 









TOO MUCH PRIDE 










When you come to a traffic im- 
passe on the distribution of your 
commodity, don’t fall to bank- 
ruptcy like the two proud goats. 
Make fast distribution of your 
commodity readily practical in 
the large Milwaukee sales area 
through the storage space 
you can reserve at HANSEN 
STORAGE. 














OUTLAY LESS 
WHEN YOU STOCK 






You can spot-stock your commod- 
ity more economically at HAN- 
SEN STORAGE’s two excellent 
large warehouse locations since 
you outlay but a fair fee for 
buildings and trucks. Your firm 
is billed for only as much space 
and service as you use at HAN- 
SEN STORAGE. You save the 
difference between the high LCL 
rates and low carload rates since 
you are able to ship quantity 
stock. Of course, our dock facili- 
ties are available if you plan to 
ship commodities by boat. 



























Your firm will be pleased with 
the “know-how” more than 50 
years of experience has given us 
to serve you in the best way. 
Write now for the full data on 
how HANSEN STORAGE can 
meet your traffic needs in the 
great Milwaukee sales area. 




































Milwaukee outskirts, 6201 


N. 35th St. 


Milwaukee downtown, 126 N. Jefferson St. 
























AFFILIATE — HANSEN STORAGE OF MADISON INC, 














In this column will be published answers to questions relating to traffic, of general reader interest. | 
specialist in interstate transportation, who is a member of our special service department, will furnij 
references to regulations and decisions and will answer questions of application of tariff schedy 
and practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man, but to he) 
him in his work, nor do we undertake to render legal opinions. 
answer any question that does not seem to be of general interest or that may appear to us unwi 
to answer or too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. 


Tariff Interpretation— 


Application of Volume Rate 
Where More Than One Bill of Lading 
Issued 


Question—District of Columbia 


We refer to your answer to California, 
under the above caption, which appeared 
on page 12 of the September 1, 1956 issue 
of TraFFIC WorLD, in which you hold 
that the principles of the cases cited 
therein should properly be applied to 
shipments moving on government bills 
of lading. 

In our opinion, there is an important 
difference between freight moving on 
commercial bills of lading and govern- 
ment bills of lading. In the case of com- 
mercial freight, it has been held that it 
is the duty of the carrier to prepare bills 
of lading, while, in the case of freight 
moving under government bills of lading, 
the government exercises its preroga- 
tive of preparing its own bills of lading 
and the carrier has no opportunity to do 
so. Under these circumstances, the car- 
riers would have to scrutinize every 
possible notation or statement made in 
the bill of lading to detect such cross 
reference. Therefore, it is our opinion 
that the carrier is not bound to recog- 
nize the cross reference as converting 
two shipments covered by two bills of 
lading, as defined in Rule 13 of the Na- 
tional Motor Freight Classification, into 
“one shipment.” That rule is very clear 
in requiring that the shipment move 
under “one bill of lading.” 

Commercial shippers have a _ basis 
for requiring the rating of two ship- 
ments moving on two bills of lading, 
properly cross referenced as if they were 
one shipment, because of the legal obli- 
gation of the carrier to prepare bills of 
lading and accept responsibility therefor. 
There is no opportunity given the car- 
rier to do this in the case of government 
bills of lading. 

Will you please reconsider your origi- 
nal answer. 


Answer 


We agree that it is the duty of the 
carrier to issue appropriate bills of lad- 
ing. Exposition Cotton Mills v. Southern 
Ry. Co., 234 I.C.C. 441. However, we are 
aware of the practice of many shippers 
in printing and preparing their own bills 
of lading, such bills of lading being ac- 
cepted by the carriers, both rail and 
motor. 


If a shipper prepared two or more 
bills of lading on a single shipment and 
cross referenced them, the carrier would 


UVESTIONS AND 


i peneans 


Address letters to Traffic World, 815 Washington Bldg., Washington 5, D. C. No 
attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions from nonsubscribers, 












The right is reserved to refuse 







be, according to your contention, bound 
to scrutinize every notation or statemen 
made in the bill of lading to detect such 
cross reference, because the shipper could 
have insisted on having the carrier issyg 
the bill of lading. 


We can see little, if any, differeng 
in a shipper’s preparing the bill of lad 
ing and the government’s preparing the 
bill of lading, insofar as notations there 
on are concerned, and, therefore, wé 
cannot see our way clear to making any 
change in our original answer. 























Loss and Damage— 


Delay— 
Special Damages 


Question—Oregon 


Our produce jobbers often order ca 
of fresh fruits and vegetables with thé 
knowledge that, if cars do not arrive 0 
schedule or are unreasonably delayed 
out-of-town customers who would other 
wise pick up their orders in their om 
trucks, will go elsewhere for their me- 
chandise, or additional common carrie 
freight will result in forwarding suc 
orders to the customer—such out-d- 
town customers sending their trucks inl 
this market only at irregular intervab. 
How may the jobbers protect themselvs 
against such special damages? 

Suppose such orders from out-of-tow 
customers are obtained after cars have 
left their origins, that is, the cars at 
“rollers”. How may the jobbers protec 
themselves against special damages bt 
cause of unreasonable delays? How spt 
cific must notifications be to the carrier? 
























Answer 


It is the general rule that damages re 
coverable for delay in transportatio 
must be such as might reasonably have 
been contemplated by the parties at th 
time the contract of carriage was made, 
and that special damages for delay af 
recoverable only in case the shipper, # 
or before the time he tendered his goods 
for shipment, informed the carrier of tht 
special circumstances which rendered # 
prompt transportation and delivery d@ 
the goods at their destination necessary 
(Pomona Products Co. v. Southern Rf 
Co., 294 F. 982; White v. Louisville & 
N. R. Co., 79 So. 508; Missouri Pac. R 
Co. v. S. L. Robinson & Co., 65 S.W2i 
902; Southern Express Co. v. Couch, 2 
S.W. 823; Rives v. American Ry. Expres 
Co., 237 N.Y.S. 429; Payne v. Reynolds, 
239 C.W. 985; Payton v. Railway Express 
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Ahh, Man... what can happen to a tender, tempting 
piece of meat like this? The answer is “PLENTY”, 
depending on the skill of the cook. It can be a sizzling, 


eir met- ‘ ‘ +a 

1 carrier mouth watering delicacy or a fizzling, scorched 

ng <= disappointment. “Know how” makes the difference 
out-¢- . . . ; 

icks Peri —in cooking—in trucking, too. Gateway takes the 

ntervab, same equipment—same roads—same loads—and 

i backs up to your dock hours ahead with a trouble 

-of-tow free, claim free shipment. Put the “sizzle” in your 

irs hare freight movement ... call your local Gateway 

a ae terminal today. 
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GATEWAY TRANSPORTATION CO. GENERAL OFFICE, LA CROSSE, WIS. 
































































ov 


+ 
ee 





» 


| 
MESH 


FREIGHT 
_ SPECIALISTS 


SINCE 


|. 1877 





“It's worth it! Just think, we get 
to go by Blue Streak fast freight." 


Yes, you can forget your worries 
when you ship via COTTON BELT. 
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Agency, 158 F.2d 671, cert. denied, 339 
U.S. 846, Reh. denied, 331 U.S. 864, 33 
U.S. 866, 331 U.S. 868; and Alton R. Ch 
v. Oklahoma Furniture Mfg. Co., 1» 
P2d 152), or, if the carrier has con. 
structive notice of the special logge 
which are likely to follow from the delay 
The rule in its application is not limite 
to contracts of sale in contemplation br 
the shipper, but is applied to the carry. 
ing phases of mercantile life, on th 
theory that unless the carrier be mag 















































aware by the shipper, at the time g Ww 
shipment, of the urgency and the cir. @ 584 
cumstances that require unusual dis 10D 
patch or care in transportation, he cap. It 
not be presumed to know the facts, th¥ som 
existence and knowledge of which upm§ sity 
his part present the legal status ff goo 
which his liability for more than ordj™® mer 
nary damages can be predicated. lB able 
every instance, it is said, the shippe 

had it within his power to protect him. 

self against all damages, both gener) 

and special, caused by delays or lossam Los 
in shipment, by giving notice to the car. 

rier when the contract is made; if lh 
fails to avail himself of this privilege 

he must suffer the consequences of his Qu 
own neglect. 

The rule is equally well settled that \ 
special damages for delay in the ship™ °° 
ment of goods are recoverable when thm ™ 
carrier has notice that a delay in de tre 
livery will result in such damages. 4 tio 
otherwise expressed, where, at the tim 
of entering into a contract, both partie th 
knew and contemplated that, if a bream sh 
is committed, some injury will occur iB ri 
addition to the natural and ordinang th 
consequences of the breach, the persaf§ T! 
committing the breach will be liable hj n¢ 
give compensation or damages on th® fr 
occurrence of the injury. Notice of specia re 
circumstances, it is said, puts on th® re 
carrier the duty to use diligence com tt 
mensurate with the requirements of th® b 
case. The carrier’s duty, however, is fuly 4 
performed when, on receiving the notice 
he uses reasonable diligence to forwan® t 
the goods promptly. Chicago, etc. R. 0. }j 
v. Planters Gin, etc. Co., 113 S.W. 362 c 

The carrier will be responsible for th@ r 
damages sustained if the notice giva® t 
is of such character and goes to suth 
extent in informing him of the situating} / 


that the carrier will be presumed 1 
have contracted with reference there. 
Alton R. Co. v. Oklahoma Furnitur 
Mfg. Co., 122 P.2d 152; Security Stove &é 
Mfg. Co. v. American Ry. Express Co., il 
S.W.2d 572; Harrill v. Seaboard Af 
Line Ry. Co., 107 S.E. 136; Lusk v. Ket 
nedy, 176 P. 502. The notice should be if 
such special matters as naturally ani 
reasonably apprise the person to b& 
charged of the probable consequences if 
his breach. Pomona Products Co. \. 
Southern Ry. Co., 294 F. 982; Southeast 
ern Express Co. v. Bowers, Inc., 109 S.W 
2d 851. In other words, the shipper mus 
communicate to the carrier all the facts 
and circumstances of the case which w# 
not ordinarily attend the carriage of such 
freight, or the peculiar character ané 
value of the property carried. Floridi 
East Coast Ry. Co. v. Peters, 73 So. 151 
The notice should ordinarily disclose t 
the carrier the purpose or use for which 
the shipment is intended (Percy v. Chi- 
cago R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 223 N.W. 879), 
and the necessity of prompt shipmeti 
and delivery. Sankey v. Chicago, M. & SB 
P. Ry. Co., 198 P. 544. 

The weight of authority supports the 
rule that, if it appears from the nature 
of the goods shipped or from other cif- 
cumstances that the carrier ought to have 
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known of the consequences which would 
follow from a delay in transportation, he 
is charged with notice of such circum- 
stances, although no actual notice was 
given. Under these circumstances, the 
court may justly infer knowledge. In such 
a case it is not necessary that the special 

urpose or intended special use of the 
goods either be mentioned in the negotia- 
tions or be expressly made a part of the 
contract. 

Whether the facts in any given case 
satisfy this rule is often a very close ques- 
tion. 

It would be well, we believe, to go into 
somewhat greater detail as to the neces- 
sity for prompt transportation of the 
goods, if this is possible, rather than to 
merely state that the goods are reason- 


able. 


Loss and Damage— 


Inclusion of Charges on Returned 
Shipment in Claim for Damages 


Question—Wisconsin 


We filed a claim for damage with a 
common carrier, covering a joint line 
movement, which expense included 
transportation charges in both direc- 
tions. 

Before we had an opportunity to notify 
the consignee how the damaged goods 
should be returned, he did so via a car- 
rier other than the one who delivered 
the goods on the inbound movement. 
The claim agent of the delivering carrier 
now refuses to pay his proportion of the 
freight charges due the carrier for the 
return of the goods to the factory for 
repairs, claiming that he is not liable 
therefor, and that the goods should have 
been returned via his company on a 
deadhead basis. 


We would appreciate your opinion as 
to whether the delivering carrier is 
liable for his proportion of the freight 
charges of the second carrier for the 
return of the damaged goods to the fac- 
tory for repairs. 


Answer 


A carrier should compensate a shipper 
for the expense of reconditioning or re- 
pairing goods which have been damaged 
through negligence of the carrier, if the 
result of the shipper’s efforts is to re- 
store the goods to their original value 
or enhance the value of the goods to a 
figure which exceeds their value in the 
damaged condition in which received. 
See the following cases, in which such 
damages have been allowed: Panhandle 
& S. F. R. Co. v. Shell, 265 S.W. 758; 
American Railway Express Co. v. Judd, 
104 So. 418; St. Louis S. W. Ry. Co. v. 
Tucker, 255 S.W. 443; Wilson Poultry 
& Egg Co. v. Missouri Pac. R. Co., 215 
Pac. 1020; and Galveston, H. & S. A. Ry. 
Co. v. Standard Rice Co., 34 S.W. 2d 619. 

While it may be true that, if the goods 
had been returned via the same line 
over which they originaly moved, they 
would have moved free, we know of no 
compelling reason for the consignee to 
use the same carrier on the return trip, 
other than his duty to minimize the 
Carrier’s loss and it is on this basis 
that most carriers refuse to honor that 
portion of the claim representing the 
charges for the return movement. 


On the other hand, if the freight 
charges to the point of repair are held 
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22279 In 1946 less than half of 


Mead Johnson’s exports moved 
through the Port of New Orleans 


Today Mead ships 95°/o 
via New Orleans! 


““Like many other shippers who are 
located in Mid-Continent U. S. A., 
we have found that the port of New 
Orleans is the natural gateway for 
our export shipments. Economy of 
operation and efficiency of service 
combine to make New Orleans the 
ideal port through which to serve 
the great majority of our overseas 
markets.”” 


a Weezy 


Gerard Sotolongo 

Sales Services Manager 

Mead Johnson International 
Division of Mead Johnson & Co. 


Each year, more and more shippers learn of the time-saving, 
money-saving advantages of the Port of New Orleans. Why 
not turn these advantages to your company’s benefit? 


Lower inland freight rates to or from Mid-Continent U.S.A. 
Regular sailings to all world ports; nearly 4,000 last year. 
Fast, safe handling—lowest insurance rates in America. 


Shipside delivery from 8 major rail lines, 46 truck lines, 
50 barge lines. 


Savings up to 50% on freight forwarding charges. 
Quick dispatch—no terminal delays. 
Foreign Trade Zone #2. 
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For full particulars about the competitive advantage New 
Orleans offers you, write: Director of Commerce, Board 
of Commissioners of the Port of New Orleans, 2 Canal 
Street, New Orleans, U.S.A. 





Ship via 


PORT OF 
U.S.A. 
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every good traffic|: 
manager knows! 


lc lc hUrlhCU SR RRR AM AAAS 6B aeS hb A rT OAM hUtlC OS 


DUCK. Famous for long distance moving. CAT. Great one for moving short distances. 
Speedy. Knows his way. Is always on time. Conscientious. Careful. Always dependable. 
Your Allied Agent is also No. 1 Specialist in Similar to Allied Agent who is No. 1 Specialist 
Long Distance Moving. in Local Moving. 


a ee ee elle 


KANGAROO. Mother protects young in her SQUIRREL. Known for storing ability. Indus- 
pouch. Gentle. Thorough. Trustworthy. Like trious. Efficient. Complete. Almost as good as 
Allied Agent, she is No. 1 Specialist in Packing. Allied Agent who is No. 1 Specialist in Storage. 


With the Thanksgiving Season here, the Agents of Allied Van Lines take this oppor- 
tunity to say “thanks” for past patronage and the opportunity to serve in the future. 


we 


‘¥ 
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Here's your latest listing of Allied Agents 


ALABAMA —_ 
irmingham—Harris Transfer Co. 
rer Decatur Tfr. & Stge., Inc. 
Huntsville Rocket City Moving 
& Rental Service Ny 
Mobile—Finch Warehousing & Tfr. Co. 
Montgomery—Alabama Tfr. & Whse. Co. 
Ozark—Livingston Stge. & Tfr. Co. 
Phenix City —— Storage & 
ansfer Co. 
as ARIZONA, 
sa—Mesa Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Peoenix Lightning Moving & 
Storage Co. 
n—Citizens Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
seeaat ARKANSAS. 7 
mden-Mooty Trans. orage Co. 
Eldorado Black Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Fayetteville Southwest Piano & Van 
Sorin, O. K. Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
mi " , a . 
Site Rock Terminal Van & Stge. 
Co., Inc. 
kana—Hunter Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
rameet CALIFORNIA 
Anaheim—Anaheim Truck & Tfr. Co. 
Antioch—Easy Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Bakersfield—Young’s Tfr. & Stge., Inc. 
Banning—Roy’s Van & Stge. 
Beverly Hills—Beverly Hills Tfr. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. . 
Burlingame Costar Van & Stge. 
Carmel—Wermuth Tfr. & Stge Co. 
Compton—Compton Moving & Stge. Co. 
Concord—R & R (Richardson-Riegg) 
Van & Stge. Co. 
Covina-Fleetwood Whse. Co. 
Crescent City—Crescent Mvg. & Stge. 
El Centro—El Centro Mvg. & Storage 
Encino—Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Escondido Escondido Stge. Co. 
Eureka—O. F. Olsen Mvg. & Storage 
Fresno—Colonial Van & Stge. Co. 
Owl Transfer Co. 
Hollywood-—Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. 
Co., Inc. 
imperial— Escondido Stge. Co. 
Inglewood Arbor Vitae Tfr. & 
Stge. Co. 
Lafayette R & R (Richardson-Riegg) 
Van & Stge. Co. 
Lancaster Keltner Van & Stge. Co. 
Long Beach-Schick Moving & Stge. Co. 
Southwest Van & Stge. Co., Inc, 
Wings Van & Stge. Co. 
Los Angeles Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. 
Co., Inc. 
Fidelity Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lambert’s Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
Southwest Van & Stge. Co. 
Los Gatos—-McDonald Van & Stge. Co. 
Marysville—Sorenson Drayage Van & 
Stge. 
Merced—Colonial Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Mill Valley—Hagen & Smith Moving 
& Stge. 
Modesto—Modesto Transfer & Stge. Co. 
Monterey—California Van & Stge. Co. 
Napa—Harris Van & Storage 
Oakiand—Market St. Van & Stge., Inc. 
Oceanside-Carlsbad—Triangle Tfr. & 
Stge. Co. 
Ontario—Harvel’s Tfr. & Stge. 
Paim Springs—Plaza Mvg. & Stge. Corp. 
Palo Alto—Palo Alto Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Pasadena—Farley Bros. Mov. & Stge.,Inc. 
Paul’s Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pomona-Stine Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Redding—Shasta Tfr. & Stge. 
Riverside—Riverside Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Sacramento—H. Jones Exp. & Stge. Co. 
Western Van & Stge. Co. 
Salinas—Cahoon Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
San Bernardino—Associated Van & 
Stge. Co. 
San Diego—Ace Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Atlas Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
San Fernando—LaGasse Tfr. & Stge. 
San Francisco—City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Market Street Van & Stge., Inc. 
San Francisco Stge. Co. 
San Jose—Erickson Van & Stge. 
San Luis Obispo—Dennis Transfer 
San Mateo-—Macy’s Van & Storage Corp. 
Santa Ana-—Sehick Moving & Stge. Co. 
Wings Van & Storage Co. 
Santa Barbara—Hazelwood Tfr. Co. 
Santa Maria—Shell’s Delivery Service 
(Van & Stge.) 
Santa Rosa—Santa Rosa Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Stockton—Rudloff Van & Stge. 
Ukiah—Mendocino Van & Stge. Co. 
Upland—Upland Tfr. & Stge. 
Vacaville est Coast Van & Storage 
Vallejo—McGee’s Van & Stge. Co. 
Van Nuys-— Valley Mvg. Service 
Ventura—Hilford Moving & Stge. 
Wainut Creek—R & R (Richardson- 
Riegg) Van & Stge. Co. 
COLORADO 
Colorado Springs—Weicker Tfr. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 
Denver—Interstate Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
Weicker Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Greeley—Union Delivery Co. 
La Junta—Jackson Trucking Co. 
Lamar—Jackson Cartage Co. 
Monte Vista—Major Transfer 
Pueblo— Weicker Tfr. & Stge Co., Inc. 
Rocky Ford—Jackson Tfr. & Stge. ‘o., Ine. 
P CONNECTICUT David Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
Bridgeport—Hartford Despatch & Dunn Bros. Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
hse. Co., Inc. Ellison Fireproof Warehouse 
Moore’s Stge. Whse. Empire Warehouses, Inc. 
The W. M. Terry Co. Federal Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
East Hartford—Hartford Garfield Park Storage Co., Inc. 
Despatch & Whse. Co., Inc. Hassett Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Greenwich—Doran Bros., Inc. Hebard Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Hartford—Hartford Despatch & Hollander Stge. & Moving Co., Ine. 
Warehouse Co., Inc. Jackson Storage & Van Co., Inc. 
New Canaan—The Chatterton Co. Joyce Bros. Co., Inc. 

New Haven—Cohen & Powell, Inc. Joyce Bros. Storage & Van Co., Inc. 
The Smedley Co., Inc. McCarthy Storage Warehouse, Inc. 
New London—Rogovin Exp. Co. Pickens Kane Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Stamford—Schaefer, Inc. Reebie Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
Stamford Storage Co., Ine. Schauler Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 
Torrington—John H. Daley Schwartz Bros. Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 


Waterbury—Hanson’s Moving & Stge. 
Westport—E. C. Nash, Inc. 
DELAWARE 
Dover—Delmarva Whse., Inc. 
Wilmington—Security Stge. Co., Inc. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Washington, D.C.—Capitol Van Lines 
Colonial Stge. Co. 
Federal Stge. Co., Inc. 
Fidelity Stge. Co., Inc. 
Security Stge. Co. of Washington, Inc. 
United States Storage Co., Inc. 
FLORIDA 
Daytona Beach—Daytona Moving & 
Storage Co. 
Delray Beach—Hayden Bonded Storage 
Warehouse, Inc. 
Fort Lauderdale—Brandon Trans. & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Security Warehouse 
Fort Walton—Bonded Trans., Inc. 
Hollywood—Hollywood Storage & 
Transfer Co., Inc. 
Homestead—Brandon Transfer & Stge. 


o., Inc. 
Jacksonville “Raps Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
Key West—A & B Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lakeland—Yarnall Warehouse & 
Transfér Co., Inc. 
Melbourne—Brandon Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Miami—A. A. Triangle Tfr. & Whse. Co. 
Union Transfer & Storage Co. 
Washington Storage Co., Inc. 
Miami Beach—Washington Stge. Co., 


Inc. 
Orlando—Fidelity Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Panama City—Livingston Storage & 
Transfer Co. 
Pensacola—Bonded Trans., Inc. 
St. Petersburg—Blocker Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
St. Petersburg Transfer & Stge. Co. 
Sarasota—West Coast Storage 
Warehouse & Transfer Corp. 
Tallahassee—Livingston Storage & 
Transfer Co. 
Tampa—Nationwide Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
West Palm Beach—Brandon Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 

GEORGIA 
Albany—Albany Transfer Co. 
Athens—Adams Transfer & Stge. Co. 
Atlanta—Benton Brothers Drayage & 

Storage Co., Inc. 
Catheart Allied Storage Co., Inc. 
OK Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 
John J. Woodside Storage Co., Inc. 
Augusta—Macon Transfer Co. 
Brunswick—Benton Brothers Drayage 
& Storage Co., Inc. 
Columbus—Livingston Stge. & Tfr. Co. 
Gainesville—Adams Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Macon—Macon Transfer Co. 
Savannah—Benton Brothers Drayage & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
IDAHO 
Boise—Peasley Tfr. & Storage Co., Inc. 
Coeur D’Alene—Luke’s Transfer 
Idaho Falis—O. G. Roche Mov. & Stge. 
Moscow—Idaho Transfer & Storage Co. 
Mountain Home—Whitney Transfer & 
Storage Co. 
Nampa—Nampa Tfr. & Storage Co., Inc. 
Pocatello—O. G. Roche Moving & Stge. 
Preston—Reeves Warehouse 
Rupert—Craven Transfer 
Twin Falls—Warberg Bros. 
Moving & Storage Co. 

ILLINOIS 
Auvrora—Valentine Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Bloomington—The Johnson Transfer & 

Fuel Co., Inc. 
Bradley—Travelite Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Champaign—Chester & O’Byrne 
Transfer Co., Inc. 
Chicago—Bengson Fireproof Warehouse 





Keep this handy reference of Allied Agents in your file. 
You'll find it invaluable when you need moving and 
storage. With over 700 agents, over 960 warehouses and 
more than 2900 vans, Allied assures you fast, safe service. 


KENTUCKY 
Lexington—Union Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Lovisville—O K Stge. & Trans. Co., Inc. 

Safety Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
Settle Moving & Storage Co. 
Madisonville—Wm. Lindsay Tfr. & 
Storage Co. 
Owensboro-—City Transfer Co., Inc. 
Eck Miller Contract Co. 
Paducah—Paducah Terminal Whse. 
LOUISIANA 
Alexandria—Alexandria Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
(Operated by English Tfr. & Stge. Co.) 
Baton Rouge—Globe Stzge. Co., Inc. 
Lafayette—A-1 Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lake Charles—Wisdom Moving & 
Storage, Inc. 
Monroe—Faulk-Collier Bonded 
Warehouses, Inc. 
New Orleans—Gallagher Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
O K Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 
Shreveport—Nationwide Moving & 
Storage Corp. 


MAINE 
Bangor—The Galt Block Warehouse 
Co. (Inc.) 
Caribou—Cady Moving & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lewiston—J. P. Longley 
Portiand—The Galt Block 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 
MARYLAND 
Annapolis—Capitol Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
Baltimore—Fidelity Storage Co., Inc. 
Jarboe Bros. Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Monumental Storage & Carpet 
Cleaning Co. 

Security Stge. Co. of Baltimore, Inc. 
Easton—Mt. Pleasant Storage Co. 
Hagerstown-—Martin Storage Co., Inc. 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Arlington—Arlington Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Barnstable—Eldredge & Bourne 

Moving & Storage Co. 
Boston—T. G. Buckley Co., Inc. 

J.J. Martin, Inc. 

New England Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 

Suffolk Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 
Brockton—Kemp Transportation Co. 
Cambridge—Cambridge University 

Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 

Hartford Despatch & Whse. Inc. 
Fall River—Greens Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Falmouth—Eidredge & Bourne 

Moving & Storage Co. 
Hyannis—Eldredge & Bourne 
Moving & Storage Co. 
New Bedford—New Bedford Storage 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 
Springfield—Hartford Despatch & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 
Taunton—Kemp Transportation 
West Bridgewater—Kemp 
Transportation 
Winthrop—Winthrop Storage 


Von Sydow’s Fireproof Warehouse 
Werner-Kennelly Co. (Inc.) 
Danville—Danville Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Decatur—Hamman Bros. Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
De Kalb—Blue Van & Storage 
Elgin—Elgin Warehouse & Equipment 


Co., Inc. 
Elmhurst—Safety Mvg. & Storage, Inc. 
Evanston—David Stge. & Mvg. Co., Inc. 
Evanston Fireproof Warehouse, Inc. 
Iredale Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
Galesburg—Bob’s Delivery Service 
Highland Park—Iredale Storage & 
Moving Co., Inc. 
Joliet—Joliet Whse. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Kewanee—Faull Transfer & Storage Co. 
Mayhew Transfer & Storage Co. 
LaGrange—Jackson Storage & Van 
Co., Inc. 
Lake Forest—Iredale Storage & 
Moving Co., Inc. 
Maywood—Jackson Storage & Van 


Co., Inc. 
Oak Park—Jackson Storage & Van 


o., Inc. 
Ottawa—Scherer Freight Lines, Inc. 
Peoria—Federal Warehouse Co., Inc. 
O’Neill Bros. Transfer & Storage Co. 
Quincy—Quincy Storage & Transfer Co. 
Rockford—Richards Storage & Van Co. 
Rock Island—Rock Island Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Voss Bros. Express & Storage 
South Beloit—Stateline Mvg. & Storage 
as een eee _ 
reator—Scherer Freig ines, Inc. a 
Waukegan—Waukegan Storage & Worcester bag Co., Inc. 
Warehouse Co. Adri dete? liabl 
Wilmette—Joyce Bros. Mov. & Stge. Co. rian—Adrian’s Reliable Movers 


F se j Storage Co. 
“a Storage & Moving Battle Creek—Emmerson Truck & 
INDIANA 


Storage Co., Inc. 
Connersville. Trading Post, Inc. . Bay ps ao aga & Sons 
vansville—Belmont Mvg. tge., Inc. aaa - : 
Fort Wayne—Ft. Wayne Stge. Co., Inc. Bitmingham—Potter Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
Gary—James J. Burke Storage & Van 


Detroit—Leonard Bros. Van & 
Co., Inc. Storage Co., Inc. 

Indianapolis—Shank Storage & 

Moving Co., 


Riverside Storage & Cartage Co., Inc. 
Shellhouse Storage & Moving Corp. 


Tanner Moving & Storage Co., 
The Three Ivory Bros. Moving Co. 
York Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 
Kokomo—Somers Whse. & Van Co. 


Wolverine Storage Co., Inc. 
Flint—Allen Storage & Moving Co. 
LaFayette—Ardapple Storage & Moving Grand Rapids—Blodgett Packing & 
Co., Inc. Storage Co. 
LaPorte—Meinke & Sons, Inc. A. De Groot & Sons Storage Co. 
Logansport—Spencer Tfr. & Stge. Co. Elston-Richards Storage Co., Inc. 
Michigan City—Haviland-Callan, Inc. Grand Rapids Storage Co., Inc. 
New Albany—Wright’s Mvg. & Stge.Co. Holland—Citizens Tfr. & Storage Co. 
New Castle—Rose City Tfr. & Stge. Co. Jackson—Union Truck & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Richmond—Moneger Tfr. and Stge.Co. Kalamazoo—National Storage Co., Inc. 
South Bend—National Storage Kingsford—Frievalt Furn. & Transfer 
Warehouse Co., Inc. Lansing—Acme Cartage & Moving Co, 
Woodworth’s Storage & Transfer Lansing Storage Co., Inc. 
Terre Haute—Morge Moving & Storage Muskegon—Elston-Richards 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Pontiac—Gaukler Storage Co. 
Port Huron—Henry L. Meyers 
Royal Oak—Potter Moving & Stge. Co. 
Saginaw—Milne Bros., Inc. 
St. Joseph—Kasper Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Sault Ste. Marie—Wm. D. Frost 
Moving & Storage 
Traverse City—Joseph Hahnenberg 
Moving & Storage 
MINNESOTA 
Duluth—Duluth Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Security Storage Co., Inc. 
Minneapolis—Cameron Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 

LaBelle Safety Stge. & Mvg. Co., Inc. 
Minneapolis Van & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Rochester—Rochester Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
St. Pavl—Fidelity Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 

MISSISSIPPI 
Columbus—Columbus Whse. & Stge. Co. 
Greenville—Greenville Stge. & Tfr. Co. 

Gulfport—O K Transfer & Storage Co. 
Jackson—McGehee Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Laurel—Harper Transfer & Storage 
Vicksburg—Schlottman Transfer Co. 
MISSOURI 
Columbia—The “23” Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
= City—Missouri Van & Storage 
° 


__ Co., Ine. 

Vincennes—Vincennes Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

4MOWA 

Ames—Wilson Transfer & Storage Co. 

Boone-—Wilson Transfer & Storage Co. 

Burlington—Atlas Whse. Co., Inc. 

Carroll—Crouse Cartage Co. 

Cedar Rapids—Calder’s Van & 

Storage Co., Inc. 

Lynch Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
Clinton—Carstensen Transfer & Storage 
Council Bluffs—Ford Bros. Van & 

Storage Co., Inc. 

Davenport—Merchants Transfer & 

Storage Co., Inc. 

Des Moines—Blue Line Storage Co., Inc. 
Bruce Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
Merchants Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ware Transfer & Storage Co. 

Dubuque—Dubuque Storage & 

Transfer Co., Inc. 
Fort Dodge—Brady Moving & Storage 
Co., Inc. 

White Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
lowa City—Iowa City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Ottumwa—Ottumwa Warehouse Co. 
Sioux City—Brady Mvg. & Stge.Co.,Inc. 

Pierce Van Lines 
Waterloo—Iowa Warehouse Co. 

KANSAS 

Emporia—L. R. Bailey Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

Hutchinson—City Transfer & Stge. Co. 

Kansas City—Inter-State Moving & 

Storage Co., Inc. 
Pittsburg—Trent Transfer & Storage 
Salina—McCune-Bird Storage & 

Supply, Inc. 

Topeka—Pierce Van Lines 

Wichita—Merchants Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Southwest Transfer & Storage Co. 


Joplin—Union Transfer & Storage, Inc. 
Kansas City—A B C Fireproof Whse. 
Co., Ine. 
Federal Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
L. Leritz & Son Stge. & Moving Co. 
Perky Bros. Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

St. Joseph—Brown. Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
St. Lovis—General Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ben Langan Storage & Moving Co. 
Prossers Moving & Storage Coe.. Inc. 
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Jersey City— 
Lakewood—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Midland Park—Walter W. Hoffman, Inc. 






































Bronxville 



















Far Rockaway, L.!. 












Hempstead 
Hornell 





















Storage Co. 


Springfield—General Whse. Corp. 
University City—Biltmoor Moving & 


MONTANA 


Warehouse Co. 


Billings— White Line Tfr. & Stge. Co.,Inc. 
Butte—Jones Storage & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Great Falls—Great Falls Terminal 


Helena—Capital City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Kalispell—Valley Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Miles City—Nugent’s Tfr. & Storage 


NEBRASKA 


Storage Co., Inc. 
NEVADA 


Chadron—Olsen’s Moving & Stge. Co. 
Lincoin—Star Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
Omaha-—Ford Bros. Van & Stge.Co.,Inc. 
Gordon Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Scottsbluff—Merchants Transfer & 


Carson City—Carson City Tfr. & Stge. 
Las Vegas—Las Vegas Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Reno—Bender Warehouse Co. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Storage Co. 


Manchester—Kimball & Brown Van & 
Portsmouth—L. V. Regan Mvg. & Stge. 


NEW JERSEY 


Asbury Park—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Bayonne—Goodman Whse. Corp. 
Bradley Beach—Anderson Bros., Inc. 
Camden—Bell Storage Co. 
Cranford—Robbins & Allison, Inc. 
Dover—Brown’s Storage Co., Inc. 
East Orange—Orange Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Elizabeth—Benton & Holden, Inc. 


Weimar Storage Co., Inc. 


Moving Co. 
Joseph E. 
oodman 


(Sturr Storage Co.) 
Mullen, Inc. 


Job De Camp, Inc. 


Knickerbocker Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 
New Brunswick—New Brunswick 


Englewood-Englewood Storage & 


uirk Fireproof Whses. 


hse. Corp. 


Montclair—E. E. Leach, Inc. 
Montclair Fireproof Stge. Whse., Inc. 


Morristown—Brown’s Stge. Co., Inc. 
Newark—Chelsea Model Whse. Co. 


Storage Warehouse Co. 


Passaic—Dave Levine, Inc. 


Paterson-—Safety Storage Co., Inc. 
Point Pleasant—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 


Moving-Storage 


Red Bank—Anderson Bros., Inc. 
Ridgewood—Walter W. Hoffman, Inc. 
South Orange—South Orange Stge. Corp. 
Summit—The Summit Express Co., Inc. 
Trenton—Petry Express & Stge. Co.,Inc. 
Westfield—Henry P. Townsend 


NEW MEXICO 


Alamogordo-—Palace Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

Albuquerque—Benton vo & Stge., Inc. 
, Inc. 
Carisbad—Southern New Mexico Whse. 
Brem Motor Express 
Gallup—White Elephant Stge. & Tfr. 


Springer Transfer Co. 
Deming 


Hobbs— Younger Supply 


Roswell—Luther Tfr. & Storage, Inc. 


Palace Transfer & Storage Co. 


Santa Fe—Wilson Transfer & Storage 


NEW YORK 
Albany—John Vogel, Inc. 


Amsterdam-—Riley Moving & Storage 


Binghamton—Geo. E. Treyz Inc. 


Storage Co., Inc. 


Thorn’s Transfer, Inc. 
Brooklyn—The Eagle Warehouse & 


Gramatan Moving & 


Storage Co. of Brooklyn, Inc. 


Dart Moving Co., Inc. 


Long Island Storage Whses., Inc. 


Reliable Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
Security Fireproof Storage, Inc. 


Wm. H. Strang Whses 


Co., Inc. 


-» Inc. 
Thomas Bros. Fireproof Whses., Inc. 
Buffalo— American Household Storage 


Cold Spring Transfer Co., Inc. 


Dye Storage Co. 


Niagara Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 


Cooperstown- Mitchell Moving & Stge. 


Elmira—A. C. Rice Storage Corp. 


Sons, Inc. 


John Winkler’s 


Flushing, L.1!.—Cirker’s Flushing 
Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 


Dane & Murphy, Inc. 


Forest Hills—Hagens Vans & Storage 
Muller Brothers Storage Co., Inc. 


Freeport—Molloy Bros. Trucking 


Co., In 


Fred G. Kelley, Inc. 


Transfer Co., Inc. 


Larchmont—Chelsea Fireproof Storage 


Warehouses, Inc. 
Storage, Inc. 


Warehouses, Inc. 


New Hartford—DeVall’s 


Storage Corp. 


Storage, Inc. 


Glens Falis—Barney Sullivan 
Great Neck, L.!.—Great Neck Storage 


c. 

, L.1.—_Hempstead Stge. Corp. 
Saxton Trucking Co. 
Jackson Heights, L.!. 


Jamestown-—Chautauqua Storage & 


Mamaroneck—Lightbody Bros. 


Mt. Vernon—Chelsea Fireproof Storage 


Moving & 


New Rochelle—Lightbody Bros. 
New York City—Atlas Storage Co., Inc. 


Auto Van & Warehouse Corp. 


Bowling Green Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 


Century Moving & Storage Co. 
Chelsea Fireproof Whses., Inc. 
Cirker’s-Hayes Storage, Inc. 


Cirker’s Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 


Dunham & Reid, Inc. 


Dwyer Storage Whses. 


, Inc. 


Fidelity Storage Warehouse 
Fordham Storage Whse., Inc. 


General Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 


Gilbert Storage Co., Inc. 


Globe Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 


Kindermann Fireproof Storage 


Warehouses. Inc. 
Lee Brothers Storage, 


Inc. 






Liberty Freight Forwarding & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 

Liberty Moving & Storage Corp. 

The Manhattan Storage & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 

Morgan & Brother Fireproof Storage 
Warehouses, Inc. 

Weissberger Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Niagara Falis—Kuhns Storage, Inc. 
Patchogue—J. J. Carroll, Inc. 
Peekskill—Peekskill Tfr. & Storage 


Co., Inc. 
Pleasantville—Evans Mount Pleasant 
Van & Storage, Inc. 
Poughkeepsie—Eighmie’s Mov. & Stge. 


Richmond Hill, L.1.—Chelsea-Queensboro 


Stge. Whses., Inc. 


Kew Gardens Storage Warehouse, Inc. 


O’Donnell Movers, Inc. 
Rochester—Blanchard Storage Co., Inc. 
Rye-—S. H. Graham Co., Inc. 

Staten Island—Richmond Storage 
Warehouse & Van Co., Inc. 
Syracuse—King Storage Whse., Inc. 

Syracuse Furniture Fwdg. Co., Inc. 

Utica—DeVall Moving & Storage Corp. 


Jones-Clark Trucking & Stge.Co.,Inc. 


White Plains—J. H. Evans & Sons, Inc. 
Woodside, L.1.—Daley’s Storage Whse. 
Yonkers—Feuer Moving & Stge., Inc. 
McCann’s Warehouse, Inc. 
NORTH CAROLINA 
Asheville—Allen-Asheville Transfer & 
Storage Co. 
Burlington—Burlington Transfer & 
Storage Co. 


Charlotte—Carolina Transfer & Storage 


Co., Inc. 
Durham—Jourdan Transfer, Inc. 
Fayetteville—M. M. Smith Stge. Whse. 
Gastonia—Carolina Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Greensboro-—South Atlantic Bonded 
Warehouse Corp. 
Hendersonville—Wile Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Jacksonville—Benton Bros. Drayage & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Capitol Van Lines 
Raleigh—Hobby’s Tfr. & Stge.Co., Inc. 


Rockingham—W. D. Smith Transfer Co. 
Wilmington—Farrar Tfr. & Stge. Whse. 
Winston-Salem—Lentz Transfer & Stge. 


Co., Inc. 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Bismarck—Al’s Transfer 
Fargo—Adams Inc. 

Northwest Van & Storage Inc. 

Union Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 
Grand Forks—Kedney Whse. Co., Inc. 
Jamestown—Devaney’s Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Minot—Timm’s Transfer & Storage 


Williston—Williston Transfer & Storage 


OHIO 
Akron—Jones Van & Storage Inc. 


Knickerbocker Whse. & Stge. Co.,Inc. 


Ashtabula—R. E. Blair 
Cambridge—A. J. McKim Transfer & 
Storage Co. 
Canton—The Cummins Storage & 
_ Warehouse Co., Inc. 
Cincinnati—M. Newton Mov. & Stge. 
The Fred Pagels Storage Co., Inc. 
The Security Storage Co., Inc. 
Cleveland—Corrigan Brothers, Inc. 
Heil’s Windermere Storage Co., Inc.: 
The Lincoln Storage Co., Inc. 
Columbus—The Edwards Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


The Fireproof Whse. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Cuyahoga Falis—The Marria Transfer 
Co., Inc. 


Dayton—The Lincoln Stge. Co., Inc. 


Dalaware—Tilton Transfer & Stge., Inc. 


Mansfield—Pringle ‘fr. & Stge., Inc. 

Marion—Wright Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 

Newark—Mathis Security Transfer & 
Storage Co. 

Ravenna—Burbank Van & Stge., Inc. 

Springfield—W. P. Byerman, Inc. 


Steubenville—The Z. L. Travis Transfer 


& Storage Co. 
Toledo—Lee Storage Co.,Inc. 

Safety Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 
Warren—Burbank Van & Storage, Inc. 
Zanesville—Walter C. Thompson 

Transfer Co. 

OKLAHOMA 
Altus—Advance Moving & Storage Co. 
Ardmore—Advance Moving & Stge. Co. 
Duncan—Advance Moving & Stge. Co. 
Enid—Advance Moving & Storage Co. 

Emrick’s Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
Lawton—O K Transfer & Storage Co. 
McAlester—O K Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Muskogee—Muskogee Transfer & 

Storage Co., Inc. 
Oklahoma City—General Whse. Corp. 

Mercury Van & Storage Co. 

O K Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
Ponca City—Ponca City Tfr. Co., Inc. 


Tulsa—J. Hodges Fireproof Whses., Inc. 


Page Storage & Van Lines 
OREGON 


Albany—Independent Motor Transport 
Astoria—City Transfer & Storage 


Corvallis—Independent Motor Transport 


Eugene-—Bertsch Transfer & Stge. Co. 
Portiand—Holman Transfer Co. 


C. M. Olsen Transfer & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Oregon Transfer Co. 
Salem—Red Star Transfer Co., Inc. 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Allentown—Arthur W. Glose 
Bethliehem—Arthur W. Glose 
Bryn Mawr—Ryan & Christie Transit 
Corp. 
Donora—Al Zeffiro Tfr. & Storage, Inc. 
East McKeesport—Ryan Tfr. & Stge. 
Erie—Irwin Transportation Co. 
Harrisburg—M. F. Rockey Storage Co. 
Lancaster—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Storage 
of Lancaster 


Lansdowne—R. J. Robinson Stge. Whse. 


Lebanon—Lebanon Storage Co. 

Lewisburg—W. E. Minium Mov. & Stge. 

New Castle—Keystone-Lawrence Tfr. 
& Storage, Inc. 





TRAFFIC Wor | NOVS 














t 
New Cumberland—M. F. Rockey WASHINGTON by 
_ Storage Co. Corp. Bellingham—Swan’s Mov. & Stge. Co for 
Oil City—Hanna Transfer Co. Moses Lake—Pete’s Transfer & Stora, are 
Philadeiphia—Advance Storage Co. Mt. Vernon—Mt. Vernon Transfer cae 
(Advance Transportation Co.) Olympia—G & H Trucking Co., Inc, ° Pac! 
Federal Storage Warehouses Seattie—Ballard Transfer Company Wat 
Fidelity-20th Century Transportation Crone Moving & Storage Co., Ine 
Co. Seattle Transfer Company : C. 
Germantown Fireproof Stge.Co.,Inc. Washington Transfer & Storage Inc ’ 
Security Transportation, Co., Inc. Western Van & Storage Company . Tra’ 
Victory Storage Co. Spokane—Jobbers Whse. Co. 
ios. guna Transportation Riverside Warehouses, Inc. 
o., Inc. ’ Tacoma—Pacific Storage & Dis 
peneioany, Sosmater & ee. Co-2tne. Vencouver— Bower Van & Stan se 
au eenan Stge. r.Co.,Inc. Yakima—Yakima Tran cS 
Murdoch Storage & Tfr. Co., Inc. ce S Sy Tar 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Charleston—Capital Tfr. & Stge. Co 
Huntington—Browning Tir. & Stge. Co 
Wheeling—J. E. Miller Tfr. & Stge. Co, 

WISCONSIN 
Beloit—Stateline Moving & Storage 


Chippewa Falls—Pevan Tfr. & Stge. 
Eau Claire—Mueller Warehouse Co. 


Ed Werner Transfer & Storage Co. 
Pottsville—Bankes Moving & Storage 
Reading—Central Warehousing Service 
Scranton—Cawley Bros. Van Lines 
Wayne—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Storage 
Wilkes-Barre—Trexler Bros. 
Williamsport—Williamsport Storage Co. 
York—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Storage 





' RHODE ISLAND Green Bay—A.J.Schneider & § 
Providence—Cady Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. Janesville—Whalen Tfr. & Stge Corie Ri. 
Greens Storage Whses., Inc. Madison—Madison Fireproof Warehouse tior 
SOUTH CAROLINA Whelan Transfer & Storage Co., Ine e 
Charleston—McAlister Tfr. Co., Inc. Milwaukee—Coakley Brothers Co., Inc — 2" 
Columbia—Boineau’s, Inc. Globe Moving & Storage Co. meé! 
Greenville—Textile Warehouse Co.,Inc. Grueschow Furniture Packing Co., Ine, 
Greenwood—Dickert Moving & Stge. Co. _ United Fireproof Warehouse Co., ing tT 
Spartanburg—Brock Transfer & Neenah—Checker Moving & Storage tar 
Storage Co., Inc. Joyce Brothers Storage & Van Co, 

SOUTH DAKOTA Racine—Racine Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. que 
Aberdeen—Jobbers Warehouse Co. Richland Center— ite 
Huron—Huron Transfer Higgins Transportation Co. 
Lead—Green’s Transfer & Storage Sheboygan—Hensel Tfr. & Whse. Co. Cle 
Mitchell—George A. Tobin Co., Inc. Wavusau—Graebel Moving & Stze. Inc, id 
Rapid City—North Western Warehouse Wisconsin Rapids—Kreutzer Bros. vi 

. o., inc. WYOMING ant 
Sioux Falis—Wilson Stge. & Tfr.Co.,Inc. 7 act 
Watertown—Dakota Whse. Co., Inc. Cooqgr-etsens Transfer & Storage we 

TENNESSEE Cheyenne—Interstate Mov. & Stge. Co, tra 
Chattanooga—Chattanooga Tfr. & Laramie—Cowboy Moving & Stge. Co. l 
Storage Co., Inc. CANADA m 
Crabtree Transfer & Stge.Co.,Inc. pg. i6 6 P trv 
Knoxville—Edelen Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. — ntario—Cooke Cartage & 
Memphis—DeSoto Storage & VanCo. 5 coy d = b Ta 
O K Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. a Sto ae c , By 
Nashville—Bond-Chadwell Co., Inc. Coens Seeeee &-senoeny. LAs. : 
ne te yea & Storage Co., Inc. ag ry bey Lta. umbia— tol 
anders oa Co., Inc. Calgary, Alberta- Security Storage fin 
Abilene—J. D. Moore Transfer & Stge. Bo ke jet 
Amarillo—Armstrong Transfer & aay aero etree Saree 10. 
ue e Co. 4% Edmonton, Alberta 
Austin ‘Austin eee ce qocursty Sremees Ots © 1.46. Comp, 
Roberdeau Van & Storage Co. suntan > Gharase. 1ae. wr 
Beaumont—Texas Storage Co., Inc. Guelph Cartage Company Cl 
Big sore — aie Syring onded Whse. Halifax, Nova Scotia je 
rage, inc. Halifax Transfer Company, Ltd 
Bryan—Whitener Transfer & Storage fr. Co.. 
Corpus Coriest Crocker Transfer & ula bae SEE. Co. ES ( 
orage Co., inc. Tippet-Richardson (Hamilton) Ltd 5 
Dallas—Binyon-O’Keefe Storage Co., Inc. «j ; — : 
Dallas Tir. & Terminal Whse. Co., Inc. CaSO, Senate —Sastsreger, m 
nterstate-Trinity se. Co., Inc. i 3 i 
Del Rio—Luther Transfer & Whse. Co. “'*eRener, Ontario—Schreiter Van & . 
El Paso —international Mvg. & Whse. London, Satarie—Dixon Van Lines ta 
“ . Medicine Hat, Alberta tr 

Luther Transfer & Storage, Inc. 1 

Fort Werte ~Binyon-O’Keefe Storage matin ta te re 
o., inc. 

Galvesion—‘The Wiley & Nicholls Co., mee Gee ee tae. a 
ne. , 'sW g 

Harlingen-Fidelity Bonded Whse.Co. *Qiwood’s Westmount Transfer & : 

— = mee ry Stge.Co.,Inc. Morgan Stge. & Van Lines, Ltd. 

Herrin } renqier . se. Co., Inc. Moose Jaw, Sask.—Moose Jaw Ctge. Ltd a 

an UE premates & Sigs. Co., Inc. North Battleford, Sask.—Winders Stg 
illeen (Fort Hood)—Texas Fireproof & Distributors a 
serean Te tin Inc. c North Bay—Bud’s Transfer v 
>—J. C. Netzer Co. ‘ Ottawa, Ontario—Dixon Van Lines, Lti 
Longview—Roy Wilson Tfr. & Whse. Tippet-Richardson, Ltd a 
Lubbock—Luther Tfr. & Storage, Inc. port Arthur, Ontario 5 h 
—— Fidelity Bonded Whse. Co., Armstrong-Batters McKenzie, Ltd. ¥ 
Mineral Wells—Mineral Wells Van & wee tL ey g Ltd n 
oe em ne ner Te St. John, New Brunswick 
S essa—Luther Tfr. & Whse. Co., Inc. Maritime Whse. & Transfer Co., Ltt 
ort Arthur—English Tfr. & Stge. Co. George A. Whittaker, Ltd. 
San Angelo—Luther Transfer & Sarnia, Ontario : d 
s Warehouse Co., Inc. Dixon Van Lines, Ltd. t 
+ ~Gepegeed Fireproof Storage Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
.» Inc. r 
Taylor—Stone Transfer & Storage sotto teere A Co. tes l 
Texarkana—Hunter Tfr. & Stge. Co. Bud’s Transfer 
Tyler—Tarry Transfer Co., Inc. Toronto, Ontario—Dixon Van Lines, Lit I 
Victoria—Dean Truman Van & Storage M. Rawlinson, Ltd. l 
he Be a sppcezoet Stan. o.. Bae, Tippet-Richardson, Ltd. 
erford—Weatherford Transfer Co. t tario—Fox Cz > 
— Fidelity Bonded Whse. Co., hee Lid. vee Seta & 
_ Inc. Vancouver, British Columbia 
Wichita Falls—Tarry Whse. & Stge. Co. Crone Storage Company, Ltd. j 
UTAH Victoria, B. C 


Provo—Bailey’s Moving & Stge. Corp. 
Salt Lake City—Bruce Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. . 


Heaney Cartage & Storage, Ltd. 
Waterloo, Ontario 
Waterloo Whse. & Storage, Ltd. 


‘ 

VERMONT Windsor, Ontario 

Burlington—Chase Movers & Stge.Whse. Windsor Truck & Storage Co., Ltd. 
VIRGINIA Winnipeg, Manitoba 


Alexandria—Victory Van Corp. 

Arlington—Vet Vans of Va., Inc. 

Bristol—Sayre Storage Co. 

Charlottesville—Security Storage & 
Van Lines, Inc. 


Leslie’s Storage, Ltd. 

Security Storage Company, Ltd. 
Woodstock, Ontario 

Bigham, The Mover 


HAWAII 
Hampton—Monroe Tfr. & Storage Co. . ing &S Z 
Lynchburg—Knight Mvg. & Stge. Corp. Honolulu-HC&D Moving & Storage 
Newport News—James Henderson MEXICO 
Transfer Co. Mexico City—Edwardo Gou 
Monroe Transfer & Storage Co. PANAMA 





Norfolk—Security Storage & Van Co. ity—Tr: . axter, S.A. 
Richmond_W. Fred Richardson Panama City—Transportes Baxter, 


Security Storage Corp. PUERTO RICO 
Roanoke-—Pitzer Tfr. Stge. & Fuel Corp. San Juan—Trans-Caribbean Motor 
Staunton—Three Way Trucking Co. Transport, Inc. 10-5 


_ ALLIED VAN LINES 


_ GENERAL OFFICES, BROADVIEW, ILL. 
WORLD'S LARGEST LONG-DISTANCE MOVERS 
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py the courts to be allowable expenses 
for repairing, as described above, they 
are recoverable. See Gibson v. Inman 
packet Co. 164 S.W. 20; Morrow v. 
Wabash Ry. Co., 265 S.W. 851; and W. 
c. Cook & Co. V. White Truck & 
Transfer Co., 13 P.2d 549. 





Tariff Interpretation— 


Specific Provisions in Tariff v. 
General Provisions in Classification 


Question—Michigan 


We would appreciate your interpreta- 
tion in a matter wherein a shipper re- 
quested exclusive use of vehicle on ship- 
ments moving within the Central States 
territory, governed by Central States 


tariff No. 226-B. The commodity in | 


question is subject to the provisions of 


item 7495 of National Motor Freight | 
This item pro- | 
vides three different truckload ratings 


Classification No. 13. 


and three different truckload minimum 
weight factors. 
tral States tariff No. 205-E, these mini- 
mum weight factors are converted to 
truckload minimum weights by using 
Table D of Rule 34 of the classification. 
By converting the minimum weight fac- 
tors to truckload minimum weights, we 
find the Class 100 rating would be sub- 
ject to a truckload minimum weight of 
10,000 pounds; the Class 65 truckload 


rating would be subject to a 20,000-pound | 


truckload minimum weight; and the 
Class 45 truckload rating would be sub- 


ject to a 20,000-pound minimum weight. | 


Item 300, Central States tariff No. 
500-D, is used in connection with ship- 
ments wherein the shipper requests ex- 
clusive use of vehicle. Note III of the 
tariff provides that where more than one 
truckload minimum weight with different 
rates or ratings are provided for an 
article, the truckload minimum weight 


and its accompanying rate or rating, | 
which produces the highest charge, will | 
The truckload minimum weight | 


apply. 
and its accompanying rating, which 
would produce the highest charge on 
articles subject to item 7495 of National 
Motor Freight Classification No. 13, 


would be Class 65, with a 20,000-pound | 


minimum weight. 

Section 6 of Rule 13 of the National 
Motor Freight Classification provides 
that where different truckload or volume 
ratings and minimum weights are pub- 
lished on the same article, and the item 
refers to this section, charges will be the 
lowest that can be computed by the use 
of any such rating subject to its mini- 
mum weight (or actual quantity shipped, 
if greater). 


Please note that item 300 of Central | 


States tariff No. 500-D does not take 
specific exception to section 6 of Rule 13 
of National Motor Freight Classification 
No. 13. 


Your opinion as to the correct method | 


of arriving at freight charges on a ship- 
ment as outlined above will be appre- 
ciated. 


Answer 


A rating, which is an exception to the 
Classification, takes precedence over the 
classification proper, regardless of an 
omission of a statement to this effect in 
the tariff in which the exception is pub- 
lished (Indian Refining Co. v. Cleveland, 
C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 222 I.C.C. 409) and 


By use of item 250, Cen- | 











a specific rule, contrary to that in the 
classification, takes precedence over the 
classification rule. See, in this respect, 
Biggio, Inc. v. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 
203 I.C.C. 287, wherein the Commission 
said: 

“The tariff containing defendants’ 
loading rules required the stripping and 
bracing of carload shipments of tomatoes 
in 6-basket crates or lug boxes. The 
classification contained a rule to the ef- 
fect that, unless otherwise provided, no 
allowance would be made for the weight 
of materials used in stripping and 
bracing, and that the transportation 
charges for such, materials would be at the 
rate on the freight which it accompanied. 
This rule, defendants contend, was ap- 


the 
greatest 
advance in fountain 


brushes in 
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plicable on shipments of vegetables, in- 
cluding tomatoes, which moved at the 
class rates in refrigerator cars under 
ventilation. The classification rule, how- 
ever, was one of general application and 
was to be used only in the event there 
were no rule or rules to the contrary in 
other tariffs to which the transportation 
was subject. A specific rule contrary to 
to that in the classification was con- 
tained in defendants’ perishable tariff 


Even though the provisions of item 
300 are not designated as an exception 
to Rule 13 of National Motor Freight 
Classification No. 13, it is an exception 
thereto and will apply to the exclusion 
of the classification proper. 








FOUNTAIN STENCIL BRUSHES 


Shippers everywhere are marvelling at the smooth, 
easy action of the new Garvey Model B fountain stencil brush. 


The reason for this widespread acclaim is a revolutionary development 
which has out-moded virtually all other fountain stencil brushes. 


The big new feature of the Garvey Model B brush is a positive seated valve, 
floating packing and large fluid openings, so that 
when the button is pressed the ink flows easily and without coaxing. 


There are no pistons to wear out on aluminum seats in the Garvey 

Model B brush. There is no-danger of leakage at the button which is the 
inevitable result of packing wear... no necessity to replace the complete 
valve when a leak develops or to return the brush to the factory for repair, 
all of which means lost time and effort. 


The packing in a Model B brush can be replaced in three seconds... 
and right in your own place of business. 


So, if you want to add to the efficiency and economy of shipping 
room operations, make the new Garvey Model B 
fountain brush standard shipping room equipment. 







ain brush & ink company 


4379-87 Duncan Avenue 
St. Louis 10, Mo. 
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LTL means “Less Time Lost” 
when you SHIP VIA GORDONS 


Shipments between the Great Lakes and the Gulf 
take less time when you ship via Gordons. TL or 
LTL, your freight rides straight through to its 
destination with no break-points enroute. Why not 





2nd MORNING 
DELIVERY 


Great Lakes to the Gulf 
OVERNIGHT 


Between Many 
Terminals 


try it? You'll get second morning delivery, and 


overnight between many terminals. 


ENERAL OFFICES: 7861S. MAIN ST. MEMPHIS 6, TENN. 


Terminals & Birmingham Baton Rouge Chicago Hattiesburg Jackson Memphis Mobile New Orleans St. Louis _Detroit® New York* 
Sales Office ices* 54-2406 4-4343 RE 5-1600 JU 4-5471 5-1543 WH 8-7611 HE 2-8661 VI 6741 JE 5-2200 VE 7-8012 MU 2-3898 





York* 
2-3898 
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LATE NEWS 


Loading of revenue freight the week 
ended November 10 totaled 772,761 cars, 
the Association of American Railroads 
has announced. This was a decrease of 
19.281 cars, or 2.4 per cent, below the 
corresponding week in 1955, but an in- 
crease of 64,012 cars, or 9 per cent, above 
the corresponding week in 1954. 


Loadings in the week ended Novem- 
ber 10, which included Election Day, 
were 27,511 cars, or 3.4 per cent, below 
the preceding week. 


Coal loading amounted to 145,045 
cars, an increase of 6,545 cars above the 
corresponding week a year ago, and an 
increase of 386 cars above the preceding 
week this year, the A.A.R. said, adding: 


Miscellaneous freight loading totaled 377,- 
037 cars, a decrease of 17,060 cars below the 
corresponding week last year, and a decrease 
of 11,168 cars below the preceding week 
this year. 

Loading of merchandise less than carload 
freight totaled 60,228 cars, a decrease of 
4062 cars below the corresponding week in 
1955, and a decrease of 1,837 cars below the 
preceding week this year. 


Grain and grain products loadings totaled 
52,463 cars, a decrease Of 3,635 cars below the 
corresponding week in 1955, and a decrease 
of 3,423 cars below the preceding week this 
year. In the Western Districts, grain and 
grain products loadings for the week of No- 
vember 10 totaled 29,679 cars, a decrease of 
2,501 cars below the same 1955 week, and a 
decrease of 2,326 cars below the preceding 
1956 week. 

Livestock loading amounted to 11,231 carsr 
a decrease of 2,473 cars below the corre- 


sponding week in 1955, and a decrease of 
1512 cars below the preceding week this 
year. In the Western Districts, loading of 


livestock for the week of November 10 totaled 
9,361 cars, a decrease of 2,170 cars below the 
same week a year ago, and a decrease of 
1382 cars below the preceding week this 
year. 

Forest products loadings totaled 42,829 
cars, a decrease of 1,686 cars below a year 
ago, and a decrease of 731 cars below a week 
ago 

Ore loading amounted to 71,467 cars, an 
increase of 3,596 cars above last year, but a 
decrease of 9,387 cars below last week. 

Coke loading amounted to 12,461 cars, a 
decrease of 506 cars below a year ago, but 
an increase of 161 cars above the previous 
week this year. 

All districts reported decreases compared 
with the corresponding week in 1955, except 
the Allegheny and Pocahontas. All reported 
increases compared with the corresponding 


Week in 1954, except the Southern and 
Southwestern. 


Cumulative Loadings 

1956 1955 
Four weeks of Jan. 2,712,773 2,504,652 
Four weeks of Feb. 2,750,654 2,555,887 
Five weeks of Mar. 3,516,774 3,256,171 
Four weeks of Apr. 2,969,285 2,756,853 
Four weeks of May 3,115,458 3,045,017 
Five weeks of June 3,862,468 3,761,514 
four weeks of July 2,396,583 3,015,464 
Four weeks of Aug. 2,915,560 3,093,611 
Five weeks of Sept. 3,938,336 3,938,203 
four weeks of Oct. 3,283,755 3,281,863 
Week of Nov. 3 800,272 804,261 
Week of Nov. 10 772,761 792,042 


1954 
2,489,506 
2,461,745 
3,011,188 
2,493,781 
2,696,753 
3,348,853 
2,632,005 
2,708,186 
3,433,103 
2,906,424 

696,026 

708,749 


Total 33,034,679 32,805,538 29,586,319 
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LATE NEWS — 
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Carloadings Totaled 772,761 New England Governors Receive Report, 
In Week Ended November 10 Recommendations on Highway Transport 


Committee on Public Transportation Tells Governors’ Conference 
That Relaxation of Certificate Restrictions Is Needed; Calls for 
Amendment of Section 22, and Advocates Transport Tax Repeal. 


Recommendations for the making 
of efforts to obtain “greater uni- 
formity of highway requirements 
pertaining to safety and such mat- 
ters as length and weight of vehi- 
cles,” for repeal of the federal 3 per 
cent tax on transportation of prop- 
erty, and for banning the granting 
of free or reduced rates by common 
carriers on government traffic have 
been made in a report to the New 
England Governors’ Conference by 
the New England Governors’ Com- 
mittee on Public Transportation. 


In its report No. 5, “Motor Freight 
Transport in New England,” comprising 
44 pages of 8%-by-ll-inch size, plus 
cover, the governors’ committee said that 
New England depended more on motor 
freight transport than any other region 
in the United States, with the highway 
carriers performing “more than 50 per 
cent of the combined rail-highway ton- 
miles in New England.” 


Conclusions as to Costs 


After discussion of motor carrier costs, 
the committee stated the following con- 
clusions on that subject in its report: 

“a. New England motor carriers show 
above-average ton-mile cost and revenue 
figures simply because they are, by and 
large, short-haul operators. 

“b. When operating under similar con- 
ditions of length of haul, the New Eng- 
land trucking concerns are as competent 
as operators elsewhere. Although the 
sample of non-New England carriers is 
a limited one, the ton-mile costs of the 
two groups are very similar. High revenue 
or cost per ton-mile figures do not imply 
that New England carriers are less effi- 
cient than other carriers. 

“ce. The similarity in the two sets of 
figures means that no increase in operat- 
ing costs caused by physical conditions 
in the New England region is evident.” 


Regulation of Competition 


Findings by the committee on the sub- 
ject of regulation of competition were 
stated in the report, in part, as follows: 

“The Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion clearly believes that common car- 
rier service can only be maintained, and 
the revenue position of the carriers 
protected, if the number of carriers oper- 
ating is held down and if rate compe- 
tition among them is barred. The 
interstate commerce act requires the 


Commission, in exercising its regulatory 
power, to take account of the need for 
adequate and efficient transportation 
service, and the need for revenues suffi- 
cient to enable the carriers, under honest, 
economical and efficient management, to 
provide such service. Both the Commis- 
sion and spokesmen for the trucking 
industry favor the present pattern of 
regulation, and indeed feel that it must 
be extended to regulate many of those 
firms who now operate as contract, ex- 
empt or private carriers if the common 
carrier system is to function satisfac- 
torily. 

“Although we have tried to give full 
consideration to such views as these, we 
cannot reach agreement with them. The 
interstate motor carrier industry is now 
subject to strict governmental regula- 
tion, and the existing situation must be 
the result of such regulation. In some 
part at least, the wide variation in ton- 
mile costs with length of haul must be 
explained in such terms. This committee 
believes that the present interstate com- 
merce act and its interpretation by the 
Commission encourages excessive regu- 
lation. Some relaxation of this regulation 
would benefit both the shipping public 
and the motor common carrier sys- 
tem. 


‘Service Competition’ 

“Frequency of pickup and delivery is 
an undoubted convenience to users of 
transportation service. We do not sug- 
gest that in all circumstances a reduction 
in service coupled with lower rates would 
be to their benefit. What we do suggest 
is that the scales are tipped excessivly 
toward such service competition; while 
a shipper may succeed in his demands 
for increase in service, he can secure 
lower rates only by turning or by threat- 
ening to turn to the partially regulated 
or unregulated forms of transport 

“We recognize that competition is 
sometimes harsh, and that in some cir- 
cumstances it can be quite unworkable. 
We recognize also that in any circum- 
stances it can be cruel to the inefficient. 
But that is part of its function. 

“Although competition may somtimes 
destroy the individual firm, it does not 
destroy the industry. We cannot agree 
that the trucking industry will provide 
adequate and satisfactory service to the 
public only when it is forced to do so 
through the decrees of a government 
agency. We consider the stimulus of com- 
petition, whether the competition of new 
products and services or that of rate 
or price competition, to have been a 
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distinguishing feature of American capi- 
talism, one which accounts in no small 
measure for its productive performance, 
and one which it would be most unwise 
to try to exclude. 


“Efforts to protect the motor common 
carrier industry by forcing it to operate 
within an inflexible mold of regulation 
may portend serious trouble for that 
industry. It is precisely because of their 
flexibility of operation that motor car- 
riers have in many areas an advantage 
over rail carriers. The partially regu- 
lated and unregulated motor vehicles still 
possess this flexibility. It will not do 
to try to remedy matters simply by ex- 
tending regulation to cover thes carriers; 
each success in restricting the unreg- 
ulated traffic will simply invite further 
ingenuity in devising means to avoid 
such regulation.” 


Recommendations Stated 


The committee stated its recommenda- 
tions as follows: 


“We feel that competition should be en- 
couraged primarily by a willingness on 
the part of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to broaden the operating 
certificates of carriers who are now in 
business. A carrier should be permitted 
to serve further communities and more 
shippers in his territory, if he wishes 
to do so. 


“We do not advocate the end of all 
regulation in the highway carrier indus- 
try. Because of such matters as safety, 
and because the industry must compete 
with other transport forms which will 
continue to be regulated, some degree of 
control may well be necessary and desir- 
able. But we believe that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission must revise its 
present philosophy of giving primary 
consideration to protection of the capital 
position of carriers under its supervision, 
and to preservation of the status quo. 
We do not see how it is possible for the 
Commission to pay anything more than 
lip-service to its charge of promoting 
economical and efficient transport serv- 
ice unless reasonable consideration is 
given to a traditional American method 
of encouraging economy and efficiency, 
namely competition. 


“In keeping with this suggestion, we 
feel that the Commission’s regulatory 
power with respect to rates should be 
confined to maximum and minimum 
rates. It should not have power to dis- 
approve a rate for the sole reason that 
its use would threaten the position of 
some competing carrier, however ineffi- 
cient. A minimum date should be defined 
in terms of the “direct ascertainable 
cost” of providing the service in question. 


“At present, even such rate adjust- 
ments as the I.C.C. will approve tend 
to be strangled in administrative red 
tape, since competing carriers, by pro- 
testing the rate, can force its suspension. 
As a corollary of our proposals, then, we 
suggest such limitations on suspension 
periods and on the power of competing 
carriers to protest rates as would be ap- 
propriate to a policy of allowing com- 
petitive forces to work themselves out 
in the market place and not in the 
courts. 


“Although we believe that competitive 
forces should be allowed more scope in 
rate determination, we believe it would 
be desirable to require contract as well 
as common carriers to publish their ex- 
act rate schedules. Such publication 
would help to reduce the possibility of a 
carrier discriminating in his charges as 
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between customers. We believe that such 
provisions in the present law as are 
needed to restrict discrimination should 
be continued. 

“A conventional method of encourag- 
ing competition is to permit new firms 
to enter the field; and indeed the block 
to entry of such firms today is very 
great, despite the fact that the invest- 
ment necessary to do so would be small 
by today’s standards. But we do not 
feel that admission of brand-new firms 
is the most pressing present need. The 
statistics presented suggest that there 
is always an excess of capacity in short- 
haul transport. The industry might 
well need time to adjust to de-regulation 
(and to demonstrate whether or not the 
introduction of any competitive element 
would be quite so disastrous as has 
sometimes been forecast); during that 
period it might be appropriate to foster 
competition solely through willingness 
to broaden existing certificates, as has 
already been suggested. 

“In the longer run, and after the per- 
formance of the industry under a some- 
what less exacting body of regulation 
has been observed, we should like to see 
the barriers to admission lowered. We 
do not feel, however, that entry should 
at any time be completely free; the 
Commission should still retain some 
power of discretion as to the desir- 
ability of further competition. In all 
circumstances, the Commission should 
have the power to refuse certificates to 
to those incapable of meeting minimum 
standards of service or financial respon- 
sibility. It should be able to refuse cer- 
tificates to those demonstrably ignorant 
of the elements of truck cost account- 
ing. But it should not continue to have 
the power to refuse any and all compe- 
tent applicants solely out of a desire to 
protect the business of those already 
operating on a route. 


L.C.C. and Safety 


“We feel that the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission should retain its 
supervisory powers over matters of 
safety. It seems clear that the Commis- 
sion’s present staff is quite inadequate 
for discharge of its safety responsibilities. 
Congress should give the Commission 
enough funds to permit satisfactory per- 
formance of these duties. 

“We recognize that the states also 
have a role in safety enforcement and 
in the protection of the highways. The 
states should give greater attention to 
their responsibilities in this area, with 
regard to the minimizing of obstructions 
to the flow of interstate commerce. To 
this end, there should be increased ac- 
tivity to achieve greater uniformity in 
regulations governing such things as 
vehicle length and gross vehicle weight 
limits. Uniform enforcement among the 
New England states should also be 
sought. 

“We offer two further recommendations 
with respect to legislation. The first is 
that the 3 per cent federal tax on the 
transport of property be repealed. Al- 
though we are not convinced that the 
tax has any great significance in this 
respect, there can be no doubt that it 
works to some degree against the for-hire 
carriers and in favor of private carriage, 
since goods transported privately are not 
subject to this tax. The tax was intro- 
duced as a wartime measure, and the 
conditions which made it a sensible tax 
no longer exist. 

“Our final recommendation is that the 
portion of section 22 of the interstate 
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commerce act which permits comme 
carriers to transport government-owney 
freight at free or reduced rates should 
be repealed. Particularly with respect t 
motor carriers, the cost of transport: 

such freight is no less than the cost 
moving privately owned goods. The effec: 
is simply to increase the cost of trans. 
port for private shippers; and once agaiy 
private carriage is encouraged at the ey. 
pense of for-hire carriage. The intro. 
duction of section 22 dates back to th 
19th Century, and as with the tran. 


portation tax, the conditions which jg aA) 


to its introduction are no longer app} 
cable. 


“It was impossible for this committal ¥ 


to explore every aspect of motor Carrig 
transport in the New England region iy 
We did not, for example, attempt 
explore fully the problem of traffic con.& 
gestion and difficult terrain. . . We 
have already suggested that these fa. 
tors do not seem to be very important 
as contributors to high truck transport 
cost. . . Nevertheless, having investi. 
gated them to only a very limited degre 
it is impossible for us to dismiss the 
as being of no possible importance, } 
is possible, for example, that a stud 
of public truck terminals or joint) 
owned terminals might indicate some op. 
portunities to reduce traffic congestion 
and lower operating costs.” 

Officers of the New England Gove. 
nors’ Committee on Public Transports 
tion are: Donald W. Campbell, speciil 
assistant to the president, State Mutu 
Life Assurance Co., Worcester, Mas 
chairman; Albert A. Cree, president ¢ 
the Central Vermont Public Service Cor. 
poration, Rutland, Vt., vice-chairmar 
and Martin L. Lindahl, professor of ec- 
nomics at Dartmouth College, Hanove 
N.H., treasurer. The committee has 1} 
other members, including state commié- 
sion executives, industrial executives 
educators, and others. 


Tariffs Carrying 4 Per Cent 

Increase in Express Rates 

To Meet Higher Costs Filed 
The Railway Express Agency fil 


tariffs with the Commission 
November 15 providing for a 4 pe 
cent increase in interstate rail a- 
press rates and charges on all ship 
ments throughout the United Stats 
except on carloads and on milk ani 
cream, newspapers and human r- 
mains, effective December 17. 


‘At the same time, the agency askel 
the Commission for authority to advan 
the date of the tariffs so as to mak 
the rates effective on 10 days’ notice 
It said an increase would be sought i 
all intrastate rates and charges “as so! 
as possible.” 

In a supporting statement filed wit! 
the Commission, A. L. Hammell, presi 
dent of the agency, said that the antici 
pated expenses of the agency for 
year 1957 would be at least $13,924 
greater than for the year 1956 based 0 
the present traffic volume, and that lt 
4 per cent increase in rail express ralé 
and charges would produce, on ws 
present volume of traffic, addition 
revenue of approximately $14,000,000 
Increases in agency wages and benefits 
amounting to 12's cents per hour pée 
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neestia® oscillograph. 
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nsporte- F ° . 
- specif! Here is an oscillograph record of violent shock . . . the shock of 
| — impact of two loaded friction gear cars coupling at 7.53 mph. 


reg ¢§ Observe that almost vertical line of force rise. It shows forces 
Or: 

vairmar transferred to car structure almost instantaneously. That is evi- 
of eco ° ° 
Sanoe dence of shock. Note also that these forces are high in the 
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“ye bs 900 This oscillogram of a Waugh Cushion Underframe 
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employe were cited as representing $10,- 
635,000 of the increased expenses. 

“In addition to increased agency ex- 
penses,” Mr. Hammell said, “it is esti- 
mated that the express service costs of 
the railroads, incurred at this time as 
a result of their recent agreement with 
the non-operating unions and those ex- 
pected to be made with the operating 
unions, will amount to approximately $9 
million per year.” 

Mr. Hammell said that the increases 
could not be absorbed “without dras- 
tic curtailment in operations, impairing 
express service to the etxent that the 
public depending upon such service would 
suffer irreparable damage.” 


The motion of the railroads for a 7 
per cent increase in freight rates and 
charges, filed in Ex Parte No. 206, Mr. 
Hammell said, pointed out that the 
working capital of the railroads was 
steadily and seriously being depleted, 
and that it had reached the point where 
it could not be relied on in meeting the 
present critical emergency. It was 
further pointed out, he said, that in the 
absence of relief drastic curtailment of 
maintenance and capital expenditures 
would be necessary. 


“Express must contribute its share to 
rail revenues, and under the present cir- 
cumstances it is vital that the very 
least the amounts received by the rail- 
roads for transporting express be not 
reduced in any amount,” said Mr. 
Hammell. 


“The need is great and it is immediate. 
The very large majority of the agency’s 
increased costs appears certain to be 
effective as of November 1 of this 
year. They are unavoidable, and they 
must be met at once by increased reve- 
nues if efficient and adequate express 
service is to continue.” 





Tariff Involving Shipping 
Containers Postponed 


By special permission No. 70883, the 
Commission has permitted postpone- 
ment, from November 15 to and includ- 
ing February 14, 1957, of the effective 
date of supplement 3 to Agent H. R. 
Hinsch’s tariff I.C.C. No. 4735, appli- 
cable on household appliances from 
Louisville, Ky., and other points to des- 
tinations in the United States and Can- 
ada (T.W., Nov. 10, p. 17). 


The tariff was protested by the Fibre 
Box Association and manufacturers of 
fibre shipping containers, who said it 
provided “a scheme of free transporta- 
tion and free return of metal rack 
shipping containers.” 

At the Commission it was stated 
that certain carriers parties to the 
protestant tariff were proposing its can- 
cellation, but desired time for other car- 
riers to consider the proposal. 





Forwarders Want Rate Hike 
Equal to Any Granted Rails 


A motion filed with the Commission 
November 15, on behalf of 35 freight 
forwarders, asks the Commission to au- 
thorize an immediate “emergency” in- 
crease in an amount in excess of 7 
per cent in forwarder rates “without 
territorial limitations,” if the Commis- 
sion grants in whole, or in part, the 


LATE NEWS 


motion of eastern and western railroads 
for a similar increase in rail rates. 


The forwarders asked the Commission 
to issue a general special permission 
order applicable to all freight forwarders 
subject to Part IV 4 of the interstate 
commerce act, authorizing departure 
from tariff publishing rules so that tar- 
iffs or supplements filed pursuant to 
such order would be permitted to be- 
come effective without suspension. 


The motion was filed by Giles Morrow, 
president of the Freight Forwarders In- 
stitute. In an affidavit accompanying the 
motion, Mr. Morrow said that the freight 
forwarding industry, in substantial part, 
was faced with the same or comparable 
increases in wages as were the railroads. 





Early Kansas City Hearing 
On 7 Per Cent Plea Opposed 


By State Agencies, Shippers 


Pleadings filed with the Com- 
mission as of November 15, in re- 
sponse to a Commission order setting 
for hearing in Kansas City November 
26 and for oral argument a week 
later, a motion of eastern and west- 
ern railroads for an immediate 
“emergency” 7 per cent freight rate 
increase, term the action of the 
Commission “hasty,” and contend 
that it places parties in “difficult” 
and “impossible” situations. 

In a telegram sent to the Commission, 
the Public Utilities Commission of Cali- 
fornia said that it vigorously protested 
the “hasty action” of the Commission 
in setting the railroad motion for hear- 
ing November 26 “a date less than three 
weeks after the motion was filed and 
only nine business days after the Com- 
mission’s order was received in this of- 
fice.” 


The motion was filed in Ex Parte 206, 
Increased Freight Rates, Eastern and 
Western Territories, 1956. 

“It must be obvious that adequate 
evidence in opposition and rebuttal can- 
not be developed in this short period of 


time,” the California state commission 
said. “The scheduling of oral argument 
for December 3 shows an intention to 


deny reasonable requests for continu- 
ance. This short scheduling of hearing 
and oral argument is contrary to the 
public interest and denies due process of 
law to your petitioners and all other 
parties and persons similarly situated.” 


In a joint petition filed on behalf of 
21 electrical utility companies, the Com- 
mission was asked to vacate its order 
of November 7 setting the procedure for 
considering the railroad motion, and to 
follow the procedure and schedule pre- 
scribed with respect to the railroad peti- 
tion seeking a 15 per cent increase. 


Increase Proposal Under Study 


The electric utility companies said that 
most of them had in preparation studies 
to serve as bases for verified statements 
directed to the matter of further in- 
creases in rates on bituminous coal. 


“Petitioners respectfully submit that 
fair, proper and lawful administration 
of the interstate commerce act requires 
the vacation of the order of November 
7, with respect to the procedures to be 
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followed in disposing of the railroad 
motion so that said motion may be cop. 
sidered and disposed of in accordance 
with the procedures to be followed with 
respect to the original rail petition of 
September 27, 1956,” seeking the 15 per 
cent increase, the utility companies saiq 


“The issues raised by the motion” 
petitioners said, “include not only the 
basic question of whether the fagt 
stated in the affidavits relied upon jr 
support of the motion disclose an emer. 
gency of such dire character as to war. 
rant the extraordinary procedure apn 
limited time for preparation required jy 
the Commission’s order, but also th 
broad questions of lawfulness and re,. 
sonableness under sections 1 and 15(g 
of the act which the Commission mug 
consider and pass upon in every genera) 
rate increase case,” petitioners said. 

“Petitioners find it impossible withip 
the limited time available under the or. 
der of the Commission to make the 
necessary studies and investigation e. 
sential to a presentation on the allege 
emergency aspect of the case. 


Change in Amount of Increase 


“More importantly, they are called 
upon within a period of two weeks to 
submit evidence as to the reasonableness 
of a 10-cent per ton increase in rate 
on coal to provide for an _ allega 
emergency need whereas up to this 
point it has been necessary Only to cop- 
sider whether a 5l-cent per ton increag 
in such rates would be reasonable ani 
would have the effect of providing reve 
nues alleged to be necessary to provid 
railroads with a fair return. 


“Some of the petitioners have no 
completed the studies and analyse 
necessary to reach a conclusion as t 
the 5-cent increase proposed in the 
railroad petition of September 27. Hov- 
ever those are in progress and will 
completed so as to permit their reach- 
ing conclusions as to that matter an 
making appropriate representations to 
the Commission by the due date no 
provided for verified statements. 


“As to all petitioners, the proposad 
additional 10-cent per ton increase in 
rates on bituminium coal _ confronts 
them with a different situation anda 
different problem than was 
the petition of September 27. 
difficult at best for them to complee 
the studies necessary to an adequate 
presentation of facts by December lk. 
It is utterly impossible to make am 
complete studies as to the reasonahlk- 
ness and impact of the additional i- 
crease sought by the motion in time 
to present evidence at a hearing on M- 
vember 26.” 


The petition was filed on behalf of 
Alabama Power Co., Carolina Powe 
and Light Co., Cincinnati Gas and 
Electric Co., Cleveland Electric Iluni- 
nating Co., Connecticut Light ané 
Power Co., Connecticut Power (0. 
Consumers Power Co., Detroit Edison 
Co., Duke Power Co., Georgia Powe! 
Co., Hartford Electric Light Co., Illinois 
Power Co., Long Island Lighting (0 
Pennsylvania Power and Light 00, 
Potomac Electric Power Co., South Caro 
lina Electric and Gas Co., Toledo Edisol 
Co., Union Electric Co., Virginia Electrit 
and Power Co., Wisconsin Electric Powe ¥ 
Co., and Wisconsin Power and Light Co. 


With respect to the 15 per cent in- 
crease, other parties have filed peti- 
tions asking for full and regional heal- 
ings. 
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More sailings, 
more often, 
to more countries 
than any other port 


Your shipment gets going faster, 
gets there sooner when you ship 
via Port of New York. Reasons: A 
ship leaves or arrives here every 
2( minutes around the clock. What’s 
more, 85% of them are direct, without 
intervening ports of call, going or 
coming. And the Port of New York 
offers more rail, truck, air and 
steamship lines to choose from, 
more and better auxiliary services 
for shippers than any other port— 
more of everything it takes to 

save a shipper time and money. 


FREE—NEW YORK HARBOR TERMINALS MAP 


A valuable guide for shippers, this four-color 20 x 27 
inch map shows details of all piers and street con- 
nections, as well as railroad terminals and airports. 


Write for your copy today to Port Promotion 


Manager, The Port of New York Authority. 









The Port of New York can help you more... 
because The Port of New York has more to help you with: 


e 170 Steamship Lines 
e 12 Railroads 

e 400 Steamship Berths 
e 35 Air Carriers 


e 800 Freight Forwarders & Brokers 

e 90 Banks with Foreign Departments 
e 50 Export Packing Firms 

e 150 Marine Insurance Underwriters 





NOW To keep our service good and make it even better 
. trailer factories . . . truck factories . . . construc- 


DIRECT SERVICE tion firms are really “humming” to meet our demands 


for new equipment and new terminal facilities. De- 
livery of our latest order of 97 additional pieces of 
TO 8 equipment .. . new diesels . . . the latest level-floor 
volume vans and pick-up trucks . . . has already 
started and will continue daily until completed. When 


it comes to terminals, here’s what is happening .. . 

SOUTHERN STATES just in service is our spacious new Jackson, Tenn. 
terminal . . . we’re adding 100‘% more space, plus 

dragline to what is already Chattanooga’s largest, 

finest terminal . . . and we are completing plans for 

construction of the South’s most modern motor freight 

MOTOR terminal at Memphis which will also boast the latest 

FREIGHT dragline system. Our responsibility and pledge is to 


ie keep pace with your growing needs for more and 
SELLE YAY G, better motor freight service. 
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News of Significance lo Traffic and Transportation Men 


Coal Car Demurrage Change, 
Rule 10 Proposal Published 


The Illinois Freight Association pub- 
lished as “I.F.A. Public Bulletin 982” 
in the November 10 issue of the Traffic 
Bulletin the recommendation (No. 150) 
of the Railroads’ Tariff Research Group 
that the exceptions to classification Rule 
10 be published in lieu of the present 
Rule 10, inasmuch as very little traffic 
moved under the rule in any of the 
territories. 


In the same issue of the Traffic Bulle- 
tin, the Coal Coke and Iron Ore Commit- 
tee of Central Territory railroads pub- 
lished a carriers’ submittal, No. 10151, to 
increase the demurrage rate on cars of 
bituminous coal held at Pittsburgh (Jacks 
Run Dock), Pa., Pittsburgh (Glenwood 
Dock), Pa., Ceredo, Huntington and 
Kenova, W.Va., for transshipment by 
boats or barges, from $1.10 to $2.40 per 
car per day. 


In each case it was provided that a 
hearing would be held if a request was 
made within 14 days of publication of the 
notice. The I.F.A. also provided that 
interested shippers and other parties 
might communicate to the chairman 
their views regarding the proposed 
change in demurrage rates within 14 
days after the date of publication. 





Regular Route Conference 


Committee Leaders Named 


J. L. S. Snead, Jr., president of Con- 
solidated Freightways, Inc., Menlo Park, 
Calif.. who was elected chairman of the 
Regular Route Common Carrier Confer- 
ence of the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, Inc., at a joint meeting of the 
conference board of governors and mem- 
bership held in the course of the recent 
A.T.A. annual convention in New York 
City, said that the conference antici- 
pated “a very active year.” 


Mr. Snead announced the appointment 
of the following committee chairmen to 
serve during his 1957 term of office: 

J. Robert Cooper, president, Red Star 
Transit Co., Inc., Detroit, Mich., policy 
and organization; F. N. Dorn, president 
and general manager, Dorn’s Transpor- 
tation, Inc., Rensselaer, N.Y., equipment 
development; H. N. Beiter, vice-president 
and secretary, The Beiter Line, Inc., 
Elyria, O., education and fiscal; Howard 
Cochrane, president, Overnite Transpor- 
tation Co., Richmond, Va., government 
traffic relations; R. R. Smith, president, 
Smith’s Transfer Corp. of Staunton, 
Staunton, Va., trailer interchange; A. A. 
Fowler, Sr., president, Indianapolis- 
Kansas City Motor Express, Kansas City, 
Mo., operations; E. W. Harlan, president, 
Bruce Motor Freight, Inc., Des Moines, 
la., publicity, and E. G. “Cy” Minor, vice- 
president, Western Trucking Co., St. 
Louis, Mo., finance and membership. 


Southern en Request 7 Per Cent 
‘Cost-of-Operating Freight Rate Hike 


Commission Is Asked to Consider Rate Increase Plea of Southern 


Carriers Along With Motion of Eastern and Western Lines. Rails 
In South Say They Are Not Joining 15 Per Cent Plea of Others. 


Southern railroads have asked the 
Commission to authorize an immedi- 
ate “emergency” 7 per cent increase 
in freight rates, with limitations, and 
to consider their request together 
with a motion of the eastern and 
western railroads for a like increase, 
which has been assigned for hearing 
in Kansas City, Mo., November 26. 
The Southern carriers emphasized, 
however, that they were not joining 
in the 15 per cent “rate of return” 
increase of the eastern and western 
railroads. 


In a petition filed in Ex Parte No. 206, 
Increased . Freight Rates, Eastern and 
Western Territories, 1956, railroads op- 
erating in Southern Territory, said that 
increases in costs of materials and sup- 
plies and in employe wages and benefits 
would amount to $58,000,000 annually, an 
amount, they said, present earnings could 
not absorb. 

Subject to a limitation of 10 cents a 
net ton increase on coal, and other pro- 
visions set forth in an appendix to the 
petition, the southern carriers asked the 
Commission “grant permission to make 
the emergency increase in freight rates 
and charges here sought by publication 
on one day’s notice of simple forms of 
supplements to existing tariff schedules 
and to authorize said supplements to be- 
come effective without suspension; to 
enter a general order modifying all its 
outstanding orders to the extent neces- 
sary to enable the increases to be made 
effective; to authorize, by special orders, 
departures from section 4 of the (inter- 
state commerce) act where the applica- 
tion of the increased rates and charges 
would result in creating new departures 
from that section; and that the Commis- 
sion grant such other and further relief 
as may be necessary in the premises.” 


Facilitation of Hearing 


The southern railroads also asked that 
their petition be heard on November 26, 
in conjunction with the motion of east- 
ern and western railroads. The motion 
filed by the eastern and western rail- 
roads was in Ex Parte No. 206, and 
sought an immediate 7 per cent increase. 





See Late News, Pages 17, 18 
and 20 for other transportation 
news developments. 





Ex Parte No. 206 was instituted orig- 
inally by the Commission in response 
to a petition of the eastern and western 
railroads for a 15 per cent increase in 
freight rates for the purpose of improv- 
ing their earning capacity, and also for 
a general investigation into the adequacy 
of railroad earnings generally. In insti- 
tuting the investigation, the Commission 
made all Class I railroads in the country 
respondents in the proceeding. 

If the request for consideration of their 
petition at the November 26 hearing was 
granted, the southern railroads said that 
in order to facilitate such hearing all 
persons filing verified statements in their 
behalf would be present at the hearing 
and available for cross-exaMmination with- 
out the necessity of a previous request 
for their appearance. 


Increased Costs 


After reviewing the increases in wages 
and benefits granted non-operating em- 
ployes, the southern railroads said that 
demands by the operating groups of rail- 
road employes for wage increases and 
other benefits were pending and that the 
railroads had expressed a willingness to 
settle on the same basis granted to non- 
operating groups. 

On such a basis, they said, the annual 
increase in wage costs for employes of 
all Class I railroads operating in South- 
ern Territory would be $42,000,000, and 
would further increase payroll taxes by 
$300,000 a year. 

A 0.5 per cent increase in the rate of 
payroll tax paid by the railroads in sup- 
port of the unemployment insurance 
system, to 2 per cent, would amount to 
$2,800,000 a year, they said. Cost of ma- 
terials and supplies had increased by 
$12,900,000 on an annual basis for the 
southern railroads between January 1, 
and October 29, they said. 

“The total of the foregoing items of 
increased expenses is $58,000,000 for the 
Southern Region railroads,” petitioners 
said. 

“In the absence of an increase in 
freight rates and charges with the in- 
creased expenses hereinbefore set forth, 
the annual rate of return on net invest- 
ment for the southern region railroads, 
based on current operations, would be 
approximately 4.43 per cent, whereas the 
increase in freight rates herein sought 
would produce an annual rate of return 
of approximately 5.54 per cent. 

“Considering either of these two rates 
of return it is apparent that both are 
substantially inadequate. 

“For the seven months ended Septem: 
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ber 30, 1956, in comparison with the 
same period in 1955, net railway oper- 
ating income was as follows: 1955, $110,- 
800,000; 1956, $107,600,000. 

“This decline occurred in spite of an 
increase during this same period in gross 
as follows: 1955, $817,100,000; 1956, $860,- 
700,000. 

“In consequence of this reduction in 
net railway operating income and of the 
necessity of continuing expenditures in 
the interest of adequate and efficient 
transportation, working capital for south- 
ern region railroads has decreased from 
$175,000,000, as of October 31, 1955, to 
$124,200,000 as of August 31, 1956, a de- 
crease of $50,800,000 or 29 per cent. 


Prayer for Relief 


“Earnings of the Southern Region 
railroads are such that increases in 
wages, taxes, and prices of materials can- 
not be absorbed. The depleted working 
capital of southern region railroads can- 
not be relied upon in meeting the critical 
emergency now existing. Only by an im- 
mediate increase in freight rates, as 
herein sought, can this critical financial 
situation be alleviated. 

“Therefore, failure to authorize the 
increase here sought immediately would 
work an incalculable hardship on these 
railroads, inpairing greatly their ability 
to render adequate service, and would be 
contrary to the public interest and to the 
national transportation policy. 

“Unless relief here sought is granted 
immediately, these railroads will suffer 
irreparable damage. 

“The general level of rates and charges 
as increased to the extent proposed here- 
in will not be in excess of a just and rea- 
sonable level. 

“The increase in rates and charges here 
sought will cause no substantial diver- 
tion of traffic to other forms of trans- 
portation. 

“These respondents in seeking the 
emergency increase in rates and charges 
herein referred to do not thereby join 
in the petition of certain Eastern and 
Western territory railroads filed on Sep- 
tember 27, 1956.” 


APPENDIX B 


EMERGENCY INCREASES SOUGHT 


Section 1 


All freight rates and charges applicable on 
traffic moving from, to, via and between 
points on the railroads listed in Appendix A 
will be increased seven (7%) percent except 


as hereinafter specifically stated in this 
appendix: 

Section 2 
Line-haul carload freight rates on the 


commodities specified in this section will be 
increased in the amount and in the manner 
set forth as to each commodity. 


COMMODITY 


Anthracite and Bituminous Coal, and coke 
except as provided below, increase 10 cents 


per net ton. 
Tidewater Coal 


Tidewater coal, Anthracite and Bitumi- 
nous, originating at mines on and after the 
date of the increase, which moves by rail 
from New England Ports to destinations in 
Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island and Vermont, total 
increase for the movement to the tidewater 
port and from the New England Port, in- 
crease *10 cents per net ton. 

Rail-Lake-Rail Coal 

Lake cargo coal, Anthracite and Bitumi- 
nous, originating at mines on and after the 
date of the increase, which moves by rail as 
road-haul freight from docks in the United 
States on Lake Superior and west bank of 
Lake Michigan (either as coal or as coal 


briquettes produced from such coal at the 
docks), total increase for the movement to 
the lake port and from the docks in the 
United States on Lake Superior or west bank 
of Lake Michigan, increase *10 cents per net 
ton. 


Rail-River-Rail Coal 


Bituminous coal transshipped at _ river 
ports. originating at mines on and after the 
date of the increase and which moves by 
rail as road-haul revenue freight from river 
ports to interior destinations, total increase 
for the movement to the river port and from 
the river port, increase *10 cents per net ton. 


Rail-River Coal 


Bituminous coal transshipped at _ river 
ports, originating at mines on and after the 
date of the increase, which does not move by 
rail as road-haul revenue freight from river 
ports to interior destinations, increase *10 
cents per net ton. 


River-Rail Coal 


Bituminous coal transshipped at river 
ports, which has not had a prior rail haul, 
increase *10 cents per net ton. 

Lignite Coal, Lignite Coal Briquettes, in- 
crease *10 cents per net ton. 





* To accrue to rail lines. 


Section 3 


Milk and Cream in Passenger and Freight 
Service 


Line-haul carload, less-carload and any- 
quantity rates on milk and cream in pas- 
senger or freight service, including com- 
modities listed in the milk and cream tariffs, 
will be increased as provided in Section 1. 


Protective Service 


Rates and charges for protective services 
published in Perishable Protective Tariff 
No. 16, Agent Jamison’s I.C.C. No. 31, will 
be increased as provided in Section 1. 


Collection-on-Delivery Service 


Charges for collection-on-delivery services 
will be increased as provided in Section 1. 


Switching 
Rates and charges for switching will be in- 
creased as provided in Section 1. 


Trap and Ferry Cars 


Rates and charges for trap and ferry car 
services will be increased as provided in 
Section 1. 

Crane Service 


Rates and charges for crane services will 
be increased as provided in Section 1. 


Minimum Charges 


Minimum charges per shipment (less-car- 
load or any-quantity), minimum charges per 
car applicable to line-haul carload rates, and 
other minimum charges, will be increased as 
provided in Section 1. 


Minimum or Net Line-Haul Revenue 


Where tariffs provide for absorption of 
charges for switching, subject to stated mini- 
mum or net line-haul revenue, such stated 
minimum or net line-haul revenue will be 
increased as provided in Section 1. 


Minimum Rate for Pick-up and/or Delivery 
Services 


The minimum rate under which pick-up 
and/or delivery services or when allowances 
are made in lieu thereof on less-carload 
shipments or shipments subject to any- 
quantity rates are accorded will be increased 
as provided in Section 1. 


Loading and Unloading 


Charges for loading or unloading or Car- 
load freight will be increased as provided 
in Section 1, except that no increase is pro- 
posed in charges for loading or unloading 
of live stock. 


Diversion and Reconsignment 
Charges for diversion or reconsignment 
will be increased as provided in Section 1. 
Stopping in Transit to Complete Loading 
and to Partly Unload 


Charges for stopping in transit to com- 
plete loading or to partly unload will be 
increased as provided in Section 1. 

Special Freight Trains 


Line-haul rates and charges for special 
freight train service will be increased as 
provided in Section 1. 


Railway Equipment on Own Wheels 
Rates and charges per mile provided in 
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Consolidated Freight Classification No 7 
will be increased as provided in Section 1 


All-Commodity Freight Rates 


Line-haul all-commodity freight re ' 
be increased as provided in Section iy wil 


Freight in Truck Bodies 








































Line-haul rates on freight in truck bogj " 
trailers or semi-trailers on flat cars will be 
increased as provided in Section 1. 

Section 4 
Combination Rates | 

Where rates are made by combining J 
arately stated rates, each factor oe pe _ 
combination will be increased separately, — petiti 

Where a rate is shown in a tariff as com. an © 
posed of two or more factors, each Sue} harg 
factor will be increased separately and th ~ 
increased rate will be the total of the facto by tt 
eee. . Gr: 

ere tariffs published through ra 

provide that the aggregate of intermediate dent 
if lower, will apply, each factor of sy Railt 
aggregate will be increased separately anf Bure 
the total of the factors so increased yj . 
alternate with the increased through rate ment 
International Rates to and From Points jp neo 

Canada and Mexico Gulf 

Joint international rates to an Gilli 
Canada or Mexico will be increased tom St. L 
same extent and in the same manner as } 
proposed within the United States. the 

Where rates on international traffic aj Rail 
made by use of combinations on the inte.f iden’ 
national border, the factor within the il 
United States to or from the internation) Ral 
border will be increased to the same extey iden 
and in the same manner as is propos Rail 
within the United States. dent 

- 
Rates on Import, Export, Coastwise and roac 
Inter-coastal Traffic tr 

In initial publication, except as noted » ) 
Section 2, rates applicable on import, expor ae 
coastwise and inter-coastal traffic will be jp. 
creased to the same extent and in the sam 
manner as provided for domestic rate M 
After the increases become effective, suc , 
rates will be revised by specific publication wae 
to restore recognized port relationships. grol 
Joint Rates With Ocean, Lake and Inlan thal 

Waterways Carriers ers, 

In initial publication joint rates with} ter 
ocean. lake and inland waterways carrie the 
will be increased to the same extent and in il 
the same manner as provided for all-ni re 
rates. After the increases become effectir. oth 
such rates will be revised by specific pubi- tha 
cation to restore differentials in cents pr | 
100 pounds or other unit. _ 

Joint Rates With Truck Lines rie 

The increase will be applied to joint rate , 
with truck lines to the same extent and 
the same manner as is proposed for all-mi in 
rates. 

0 
Class Rates a 

_ In initial publication class rates will & ; 
increased as provided in Section 1. Aft cla 
the increases become effective, relationship hoi 
of established classes to first class will & ' 
restored by specific publication. dic 

Payment and Allowances for Drayage @ jus 

Other Services 19: 

No increase is proposed in amounts pai ; 
or allowances made by carriers for drayat th: 
or other services performed by shippers ¢ rai 
receivers of freight. wi 

Other Accessorial and Terminal Charges int 

Rates and charges for accessorial or te-@ 19 
minal services such as storage, handling, ev 
trimming, floatage, lighterage, demurrage ® 
lighters or car-floats, loading, unloading, fs- 
rication, Other transits, weighing, etc., mt ar 
otherwise specifically provided for in this , 
section, will be increased as provided it ra 
Section 1, except: co 

(a) No increase is proposed in charges {@ ¢ 
demurrage on freight cars. 

(b) No increase is proposed in charges fof % 
handling, loading or unloading export, im sl 
port, coastwise, or inter-coastal traffic which 
do not affect the measure of the line-hav 
rate and are not in addition to the line-half™ © 
rate. ll 

e é 
Section 5 . 
Disposition of Fractions r 

The increases set forth in Sections 1, 3 $ 
and 4 will be subject to the following rulé 
governing the disposition of fractions: P 

Rates and charges in cents or dollars and 1 

cents per 100 pounds, per car or othe 
unit, except line-haul carload commod- $ 

ity rates on grain, grain products and DJ- 
products: é 
Five cents or lower, resolve fractions t0 t 
the nearest quarter cents; C 





Higher than five cents, but not higher 








| Wor 


No. | 
-Ction | 
J 
_ Wil} 


. bodies 
will be 


ing sep. 
Of suc} 
ately, 

4S Com. 
ch suc 
and th 
© factor, 


ates an 
nNediates 
Of such 
tely anc 
sed wil] 
h rate, 


'Oints jp 


id = from 
1 to the 
1eFr as js 


affic ar 
1€ inter. 
hin the 
‘National 
e extent 
Proposed 


se and 


noted 
» €xpon, 
ll be in. 
he sam 
c rate 
ve. such 
blication 
hips. 

| Inlan 


es with 
Carrien 
L and in 
all-rij] 
effective, 
c pubi- 
ents per 


=] 


int rate 
, and 
* all-raj 


will & 
. Afe 
tionship 
will & 


age @ 


its paid 
drayar 
pers & 


harges 
or ta 
andling, 
rrage 0 
ing, fad- 
>tc., not 
in this 
‘ided ip 


irges {0 


irges fo 
ort, im 
ic which 
ine-hau 
ine-hau 


ms 1, 3 
ng rulé 
ns: 

lars and 
or othe 
ommod- 
and by- 


‘tions to 
t higher 


November 17, 1956 


than ten cents, resolve fractions to 
the nearest half cent; 
Higher than ten cents: 
Fractions less than 42 cent—drop; 
Fractions 42 cent or over—convert 
to the next higher full cent. 
Line-haul carload commodity rates on 
grain, grain products and by-products: 
*' Fractions less than .25 cent—drop; 


Fractions .25 to 7.4 cent—convert to 


1, cent; 


Fractions .75 cent and over—convert to 
next higher full cent. 


Rails File Verified Statements 


Verified statements in support of the 
petition of the southern railroads for 
an emergency increase in freight rate 
charges were filed with the Commission 
by the following: 

Graham E. Getty, assistant vice-presi- 
dent of the Association of American 
Railroads and assistant director of the 
Bureau of Railway Economics, a depart- 
ment of the A.A.R.; E. B. DeVilliers. 
assistant vice-president—traffic, of the 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co., J. E. 
Gilliland, vice-president—traffic, of the 
St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co., and 
the St. Louis, San Francisco & Texas 
Railway Co.; R. A. Trovillion, vice-pres- 
ident—traffic, of the Illinois Central 
Railroad Co.; H. M. Croghan, vice-pres- 
ident—traffic, of the Central of Georgia 
Railway Co.; John K. Dent, vice-presi- 
dent of the Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
road Co.; and J. M. Fields, vice-president 
—traffic, of the Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co. 


A.A.R. Official’s Statement 


Mr. Getty set forth details of the new 
wage agreements with the nonoperating 
groups of employees, representing more 
than 70 per cent of total railroad work- 
ers, aS signed by the railroads in all 
territories on November 1. He said that 
the demands of the operating groups of 
railroad employes for wage increases and 
other benefits were now pending and 
that the southern railroads had ex- 
pressed a willingness to settle such de- 
mands on the same basis as he described 
for the non-operating groups. 


“The annual cost to Class I railroads 
in the Southern Region of an increase 
of 12.5 cents per hour to all railroad 
employes, excluding executives and offi- 
cials, is $42,000,000 based on 1955 man- 
hours of employment,” Mr. Getty said. 

“No attempt will be made here to pre- 
dict the amount of the cost-of-living ad- 
justments, if any, to be made on May 1, 
1957, although current trends indicate 
that an upward adjustment in wage 
rates may take place at that time. Nor 
will the cost of the two 7-cents-per-hour 
increases to be effective on November 1, 
1957, and November 1, 1958, be here 
evaluated.” 

Mr. Getty summarized the “known 
and definite cost increases already upon 
railroads of the Southern Region, or to 
come by January 1, 1957,” on an annual 
basis. He said the costs were computed 
on the basis of 1955 operations, a level 
Slightly below that of 1956, to date. 

His summary showed total cost in- 
creases of $58,000,000, including the Wage 
increase effective November 1, 1956, of 
$42,000,000; additional payroll taxes on 
wage increase, $300,000; increase in pay- 
roll tax rate, effective January 1, 1957, 
$2,800,000; and increase in material 
prices, January 1, 1956, to October 29, 
1956, $12,900,000. 

He said that net costs approximating 
$5 million a month would “fall with 
Serious impact on the net earnings, on 
the working capital position, and on the 
Capital improvement program of South- 


ern Region railroads.” The net working 
capital of Southern Region railroads had 
been declining “more or less stzadily” 
throughout 1956 to date, he said. 

In discussing earnings of the southern 
railroads, Mr. Getty said that the rate 
proposal of the Southern Region rail- 
roads would produce an additional $85 
million in annual revenues, if fully ap- 
plied to all freight traffic moved (inter- 
state and intrastate) by those railroads 
in the 12-month period ended September 
30, 1956, Mr. Getty said. 

“While traffic may vary narrowly from 
that level in the months ahead,” he said, 
“barring another national emergency 
there appears at this time little prospect 
for any substantial increase in traffic. 

“After meeting the new costs hereto- 
fore detailed, such an increase in the 
revenues of Southern Region railroads 
would, after the tax adjustment, produce 
an annual net railway operating income 
of about $203 million, equivalent to a 
rate of return on net investment of 5.54 
per cent. Net income would approximate 
$160 million. Such a level of earnings 
would permit Southern Region railroads 
to continue their capital improvement 
program and thereby further increase 
the nation’s freight car supply and rail- 
road transportation capacity at this 
critical period in world affairs.” 


Gulf, Mobile & Ohio 


Mr. DeVilliers of the G. M. & O., said 
his company estimated that the wage 
increase of 12% cents an hour effective 
November 1, applied to all employes, 
would increase the company’s payroll cost 
approximately $2,700,000 annually based 
on average employment for the first 
eight months of 1956. This amount, he 
said, included payroll taxes at the pres- 
ent rate plus the increase of one-half 
per cent effective January 1, 1957, applied 
only to the November 1 wage increase. 
He said the increase of one-half per cent 
effective January 1, 1957, would increase 
the company’s payroll cost on present 
wages, also based on average employment 
for the first eight months of 1956, ap- 
proximately $185,000. 


Frisco 


Mr. Gilliland said the Frisco was in 
the same position as other carriers with 
respect to increased costs resulting from 
increased wages and increased cost of 
materials and supplies. He said that 
that railroad had “no way to obtain 
revenue to offset these increases other 
than by an increase in our freight rates.” 


Illinois Central 


Mr. Trovillion said that, considering 
the added revenue from increased freight 
rates under Ex Parte 196 and also the 
increases in expenses brought about by 
the wage rate effective December 1, 1955, 
as well as the increased payroll taxes 
and the cost of hospitalization, the Illi- 
nois Central estimated that there was 
prior to November 1, a revenue deficiency 
on that railroad’s property of about $4,- 
300,000. He said the wage increase effec- 
tive November 1 would cost the I.C. about 
$11,300,000, making a total cost of $15,- 
600,000. 


“We expect the rate increase sought 
in the motion to return us about $15,400,- 
000, slightly below the amount by which 
our costs will have increased,” Mr. Trovil- 
lion said. 


Central of Georgia 


Mr. Croghan, of the Central of Georgia, 
stated that the impact of the increases 
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in cost of operations resulting from the 
wage increases and other costs was such 
as to require immediate relief in the 
form of increased freight rates and 
charges as sought in the instant proceed- 
ing, “if we are to continue to provide 
the services and facilities required of us 
as a common carrier.” He said it was ap- 
parent from the Central’s experience, 
that after rates were increased in Ex 
Parte 196, there was an increase in vol- 
ume and a beneficial increase in freight 
revenues. 


Louisville & Nashville 


Mr. Dent, of the L. & N., said he cal- 
culated that of the Southern Region’s 
additional revenues resulting from the 
proposed increase the amount to be de- 
rived by the L. & N. would be $10,670,821 
provided the increase was obtained and 
applied on both interstate and intrastate 
traffic from and to points in the territory 
this railroad served. He said that the 
estimate was based on a tonnage volume 
equal to that handled by the L. & N. for 
the 12 months’ period of September, 
1955, through August, 1956. 


Atlantic Coast Line 


Mr. Fields, of the A.C.L., said that, on 
that railroad, increased costs resulting 
from wage settlements effective Novem- 
ber 1, and other items covered in Mr. 
Getty’s statement on an annual basis, 
were as follows: Wage increase of 10 
cents an hour, plus hospitalization bene- 
fits amounting to 2% cents an hour, 
$5,919,900; payroll tax on increased wages, 
$112,600; for increase in tax rate, for 
unemployment insurance, $384,000, and 
for increase in costs of materials and 
supplies, $1,332,200, making a total of 
$7,748,700 increase in costs over Janu- 
ary 1, 1956. 





Effect of Highway Program 
On Agriculture Studied 


The agricultural marketing service of 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture in 
the “1957 outlook issue” of ““The Market- 
ing and _ Transportation Situation,” 
published monthly by the service, con- 
tains a study of some of the effects of 
the federal-aid highway act on agri- 
culture. 

The additional taxes levied under the 
act, it was said, had been estimated as 
costing the average motorist about nine 
dollars per year, but that it was probable 
that the farmer would pay considerably 
more than this amount because of his 
increasing use of truck transportation 
to move his products to market. 

“For example,’ said the marketing 
service, “somewhat more than half of the 
fresh vegetables, more than _ three- 
fourths of the livestock, poultry and 
eggs, and a large percentage of the fresh 
fruits are being trucked to terminal 
markets either in the farmer’s own 
trucks or in those of for-hire carriers. 
Nearly a third of the 10 million trucks 
now in use in the United States are 
farm trucks.” 


Improved Roads 
Improvement in roads now used in 
getting farm products to market and 
manufactured goods and other items 
back to the farm would, the marketing 
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service said, tend to reduce truck oper- 
ating costs, reduce transit time from 
farm to market thus tending to mini- 
mize the effects of unstable market con- 
ditions and deterioration of agricultural 
products, and open up new and more 
distant markets to truck transportation 
“for some segments of the agricultural 
economy.” The marketing service added: 

“Scarcely any of the large tonnage of 
fruits and vegetables originating in the 
Pacific coast states and sold in the pop- 
ulous east moves to these markets by 
truck. On the other hand, a considerable 
tonnage of these commodities is trucked 
to the Chicago market from the Pacific 
coast states. It is entirely possible that 
when the interstate system of super- 
highways is completed trucks hauling 
apples from Washington state, pears 
from Oregon, and citrus from California 
will be commonplace in such markets 
as Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore. 

“Another effect of the new highway 
construction program of a somewhat 
different nature, but nonetheless impor- 
tant, is that it will convert more rural 
land to non-agricultural use. The con- 
struction of the 41,000-mile interstate 
system will itself require over 665,000 
acres of rural land. It has been esti- 
mated that approximately 20 million 
acres of arable land was converted to 
non-agricultural use between 1942 and 
1956. Much of this conversion was caused 
by the spreading out of cities as the 
nation’s population steadily increased.” 





1.C.C. Officials Complete 
Visit to Port of Houston 


On November 10, five members of the 
Commission completed a visit to Houston, 
Tex., where they viewed facilities of the 





Civic leaders of Houston, Tex., welcomed members of the 1.C.C. after their arrival in Houston for 

a tour of port facilities in the Houston area. In the photograph, left to right, are: County Judge 

Bob Casey; Chairman Anthony F. Arpaia, of the Commission; Howard Tellepsen, chairman of the 

Houston Port Commission; W. N. Blanton, vice-chairman of the port commission, and Marvin Hurley, 
executive vice-president of the Houston Chamber of Commerce. 


Port of Houston and inspected Southern 
Pacific Lines’ freight classification yards. 

Highlight of the visit was a dinner, on 
the evening of November 9, sponsored 
by the Houston Port Bureau, at which 
Chairman Arpaia was the principal 
speaker (T.W., Nov. 10, p. 15). 

Howard T. Tellepsen, chairman of the 
Port Commission, was master of cere- 
monies at the dinner at which an esti- 
mated 400 persons associated with public 
and private transportation were present. 

The other IC.C. officials, besides 
Chairman Arpaia, who made the visit 
to Houston, were Commissioners Hutch- 
inson. Tuggle, Winchell, and Walrath. 
The Washington party arrived on No- 
vember 8 aboard a Tennessee Gas Trans- 
mission Co. executive aircraft. 

In the course of the visit, the Com- 
mission officials were guests of the Port 
Commission at a dinner at the Houston 
Club. Mrs. John C. Mayfield, wife of the 
chairman of the board of directors of the 
Houston Port Bureau, was hostess at a 
luncheon on November 9 to the wives of 
the members of the Commission who ac- 
companied their husbands from Wash- 
ington. 





Stecher Serving on Faculty 
Of U. of Mo. Law School 


Hearing Examiner Karl Stecher, of 
the Commission’s Bureau of Formal 
Cases, is on leave of absence as visiting 
professor of law on the factulty of the 
School of Law of the University of Mis- 
souri in Columbia, Mo. 


Mr. Stecher is the author of a number 
of books and articles on legal and trans- 
portation subjects. He received the de- 
gree of bachelor of arts from George 
Washington University in 1918, the de- 
gree of bachelor of laws from Yale Uni- 
versity in 1922, and the degree of doctor 
of jurisprudence from Yale in 1923. 

He began his career with the Com- 
mission in Washington, D.C., in 1914, as 
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a stenographer and clerk. He became 4 
valuation attorney for the I.C.C, in 1925 
He left that agency to serve as professor 
of law at Mercer University from 199. 
to 1934, and was professor of law at the 
University of Louisville from 1934 to 
1938. For several years he has been 
professorial lecturer in law at American 
University in Washington. 


has be 
of whe 
ice at 
It sho’ 
situati 
sion’s 
tarily 
pose | 
the a 
in th 
carrie 





Motor Authority Commodity} ‘if; 
Descriptions Are Constant f°” 
Trouble Items, Says Minor §°,°! 

In an address before the Motor Ur ¢ 
City Traffic Club in the Detroit Le. § +h 
land hotel, Detroit, Mich., November nt 
12, Commissioner Minor discussed § out ' 
problems brought before the Com.§o% 4 


mission by motor carriers such as 
present sizes of commercial zones 
descriptions used in certificates, ang 


commodity descriptions, which he “A 
called “one of the most constant «ot 
sources of trouble.” ae 
Commissioner Minor said that hardly § num 
a day went by when he was not con. ban 
fronted with some problem concernir § P°T? 
the meaning of a commodity description, § 5&"Y 
or with a disagreement between carrien § 5°’ 
as to what commodities or what type o! - by: 
service could be considered to come with- i. 
in a given commodity description. He larg 
added that he would estimate that at 229 
least 10 per cent of all extension appli- the 
cations filed merely sought a broadening =m 
of commodity descriptions contained in mot 
present certificates. ~~ 
“It was long the practice to limit con- - 
modities granted as narrowly as possible § are: 
in order to protect the other carriers @ ie 
similar commodities which may har 
been operating in the area, and for thi Cot 
reason we find such commodity descrip- § Yt 
tions as ‘fresh orange juice,’ or ‘froze: B P° 
meats,’ or a list of as many as 10 or 2) ee 
different acids manufactured by th you 
shippers; and in those cases where 4 tio 
new method of packaging or some nes Cit 
and slightly different product is deve- for 
oped the carrier must file an applica on 
tion and obtain specific authority i = 


order to transport 
Minor said. 

“I do not think such a result wa 
intended by the drafters of the mote 
carrier act, and I certainly hope thi 
the future will see some change in ou 
method of certificating carriers which 
will allow all of them to keep pace with 
changes in many manufacturing ani 
packaging methods without having 
spend the time and money necessary t 
obtain temporary and permanent al- 
thority for such relatively minor mal- 
ters. 

“Another problem in certificates is 
the form. Many certificates issued i 
the early days of regulation—and 
occasionally more recent ones, too—con- 
tain descriptions or restrictions which 


it,’ Commission 





bound traffic. Another certificate has 4 
restriction which, if 
seems to limit service 
movements only. 

“And time and again the Commission 


read logically, 
to intrastate 


are so complicated or vague as to be 1 
incomprehensible. One horrible e-— ‘ 
ample is a certificate authorizing ¢— ° 
north-south route, with service at it ¢ 
termediate points restricted to west-f ' 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
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has been confronted with the problem 
of whether a restriction appligs on serv- 
ice at specific points on the entire route. 
It should be observed, however, that this 
situation is not entirely the Commis- 
sion’s fault. Many applicants volun- 
tarily propose restrictions for the pur- 
pose of appeasing carriers who contest 
the application. I am hopeful that, as 
in the case of conversion applications, 
carriers with complicated and cumber- 
some certificates will endeavor to sim- 
plify their rights by proper applications. 

“Another current problem is that of 
commercial zones. With the expansion 
of cities all over the country it is be- 
coming clear that many, if not all, of 
our commercial zone limits are too small 
to meet the necessities of the industries 
in the area. At the same time it would 
not be fair to automatically, and with- 
out evidence, expand commerical zones 
of all cities in the country. Perhaps 
some day the Commission will experi- 
ment with commercial zones and ter- 
minal areas, and attempt to simplify 
that situation. 

“Another problem raised by commer- 
cial zones is the growth of decentralized 
industry. Many manufacturers have de- 
centralized their operations and built a 
number of small plants located in subur- 
ban areas near some small unincor- 
porated community, and yet the carriers 
serving that little town are unable to 
serve the plant because it is more than 
2 or 245 miles from the city limits. 

“A related problem is the growth of 
large plants which are not adjacent to 
any community. Around these plants 
there spring up residential areas and 
small businesses, and there are often no 
motor carriers able to serve such areas. 
Perhaps one day the Commission will 
experiment with a commercial zone type 
of grant to such residential industrial 
areas. 


“These are only a few examples of the 
Commission’s efforts not only to keep up 
with but to promote progress in trans- 
portation. The essential ingredient of 
progress is optimism, and I am sure that 
you, both as members of the transporta- 
tion industry and residents of the Motor 
City, share the Commission’s optimism 
for the future. As long as that optimism 
continues to be shared by a larger and 
larger part of the industry, the future 
will be bright indeed.” 


Commerce Committee Heads 


Likely to Retain Positions 


As the last of the election returns 
came in it seemed probable that Senator 
Magnuson, of Washington, would retain 
the chairmanship of the Senate inter- 
state and foreign commerce committee, 
and that, as noted elsewhere in this issue, 
Representative Harris, of Arkansas, 
would continue as chairman of the 
House committee. He succeeded to that 
post when Representative Priest, of 
Tennessee, died. 


Representative Bonner, of North Caro- 
lina, will probably also continue as 
chairman of the House committee on 
merchant marine and fisheries. The 
thairmanships of the appropriations com- 
mittees of the Senate and House will 
apparently continue to be held by Sen- 
ator Hayden, of Arizona, and Repre- 
sentative Cannon, of Missouri, respec- 
tively. 


There will be some changes in the two 


the governorship of that state. 
Duff, of Pennsylvania, was defeated. 
They will be replaced by others, there- 
fore, on the Senate interstate and for- 
eign commerce committee. 


committees on interstate and foreign 
commerce when the Houses of Congress 
are organized in January. 


Senator Daniel, of Texas, takes over 
Senator 


There will be a greater number of 
changes in the membership of the House 
interstate and foreign commerce com- 
mittee. Replacements will be necessary 
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because of the deaths of Representative 
Priest, and of Representatives Granahan, 
of Pennsylvania, and Hinshaw, of Cali- 
fornia. Representatives Klein, of New 
York, Hayworth, of Michigan, Dolliver, 
of Iowa, and Carlyle, of North Carolina, 
were defeated, and Representative Hoff- 
man, of Illinois, is retiring. 


Freas Advocates Industry-Wide Financed 
Study of National Transportation System 


Determination of Traffic Moving by One Mode That Would Be Better 
Left to Another; the Effect of Shifting Traffic, and Savings 
Resulting From Use of Cheapest Transport, Suggested for Study. 


Stating that he knew of “few en- 
deavors which would benefit the 
general public more than that of 
making our transportation plant 
more efficient,” Commissioner Freas, 
of the Commission, in a speech de- 
livered in Chicago, Ill., on November 
12, proposed that a study of the na- 
tion’s transportation system be made 
and that such a study should be fi- 
nanced by all modes of transporta- 
tion but directed by none. 


He suggested that such a study could 
be made or supported by a foundation. 

Commissioner Freas spoke at the 
thirty-sixth annual meeting of the Amer- 
ican Petroleum Institute. In his address, 
entitled “Are We Getting the Most Out 
of Our Transportation Plant?”, he said: 


“The important thing is that the study 
be made by men of the highest integrity 
who could be counted upon to be strictly 
objective and independent. Considering 
the benefits of such a proposal, it should 
find favor with all concerned.” 


Commissioner Freas said there was 
abundant proof that competition within 
bounds was highly essential, but that 
that which became excessive and de- 
structive was harmful. He said the vice 
lay not in competition as such, but in 
excessive competition. 

“To recognize the value of a certain 
amount and type of competition,” Com- 
missioner Freas said, “is not to endorse 
competition unqualifiedly. The zeal for 
traffic often stimulates carriers to go 
to extremes, harmful alike to them- 
selves and to their competitors, and in 
the final analysis to the public at large. 
This is so for several reasons. 


Traffic Solicitation Problem 


“Many, perhaps I might say most, car- 
riers do not know the precise cost of per- 
forming a given service. They do know 
that idle equipment produces no revenue, 
and so in striving to keep their equipment 
busy many of them accept and solicit 
traffic they can’t handle economically 
and establish rates that are not com- 
pensatory. Other carriers retaliate and 
rate wars ensue. Instances are not un- 
common in which in the absence of 
regulatory restraints charges on given 
movements have represented only a small 
proportion of the cost of rendering the 


service. Extreme situations of pre-regu- 
latory days have been greatly curtailed, 
but devastating instances still persist. 
Some shippers encourage such situations. 
Without regard to economic consequences 
they take satisfaction in what they re- 
gard to be beneficially low rates so far 
as they are concerned. These assumed 
benefits are frequently illusionary and 
nearly always transitory. Often they are 
accompanied by great hazards to the 
owners of the goods. If the rate war 
persists the service deteriorates or is 
lost completely. Though others may 
step in where those who fall by the way- 
side leave off, services that depend for 
their continuance on the consumption 
of the investment of unfortunate or in- 
competent operators are not to be en- 
couraged. It is adequate, stable, and 
dependable service at reasonable rates 
that this country needs and must have. 
Necessary carriers operating efficiently 
are entitled to a reasonable compensation 
which shippers should willingly provide. 


Overabundance of Facilities 


“Another concomitant of unrestrained 
competition is overabundance of trans- 
portation facilities. Overabundance re- 
sults in unused capacity and unused 
capacity brings about increased costs. 
Increased costs produce high rates 
which the public must inevitably absorb. 
Paralleling the instance just cited, there 
is no just cause for complaint against 
rates necessary to provide needed serv- 
ice, but shippers should not be called 
upon to pay for equipment and service 
which satisfy no reasonable wants. 


“There is yet another reason for high 
costs that flows from unrestrained com- 
petition. As has been pointed out, car- 
riers spurred by the desire for traffic 
frequently engage in active solicitation 
with little regard for the suitability or 
relative suitability to the nature of their 
operations of what they solicit. Un- 
doubtedly, there is much traffic hauled 
by one mode of transportation which 
were better left to another. Some is 
hauled at an actual loss; some at but 
little more than out-of-pocket cost. 
True, a carrier hauling goods at any- 
thing above out-of-pocket cost is better 
off by hauling it than by doing without 
it. Some contribution to the transpor- 
tation burden is better than nothing at 
all. Were there but one carrier in the 
field, such ratemaking might be com- 
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mendable. But competitors resort to 
like practices, and some traffic has to 
pay for the full cost of rendering the 
over-all service. To the extent that that 
which is competitive moves at unduly 
depressed rates other traffic is unjusti- 
fiably burdened. 


“This is one phase of the situation. 
There is another. When competitive 
traffic is hauled at a minimum of profit 
by carriers whose costs are relatively 
high, the low cost carrier who at the 
same or lower rates could provide the 
service at a reasonable profit is de- 
prived of the business. By having the 
high cost carrier perform the service 
the charges to the public are not re- 
duced and other shipments must bear 
a disproportionate share of the trans- 
portation burden. Thus the _ public 
suffers. ... 


“The need for a study for determining 
the channeling of shipments in the 
most efficient and economical way is 
just as great when we deal with a mul- 
tiplicity of carriers. 


Difficulties of Study 


“We must not minimize the many dif- 
ficulties which would attend the making 
of such a study. Undoubtedly, it would 
not find a clear line of demarcation in 
every service for every distance and 
commodity. There would be ‘gray’ areas 
or ‘no man’s land’ areas, so to speak. On 
the other hand, the study should re- 
veal large areas in which the line of 
demarcation would be clear. It would 
call for a shifting of traffic, sometimes 
one way and sometimes another, but 
it is doubtful that in the aggregate the 
tonnage of each form would be very 
different. The advantage would lie in 
the fact that on that which each form 
hauled it should make a_ reasonable 
profit at rates which would neverthe- 
less provide a saving for the shipping 
public. The transportation bill of this 
country so far as regulated carriers 
alone are concerned exceeds 18 billion 
dollars. The total is of course much 
greater. A saving of only a small per- 
centage as a result of moving goods the 
most economical way, would reach an 
impressive figure. If such a saving can 
be effected, the public is entitled to it. 


“Not only should such a study be pro- 
ductive of lower transportation costs at 
the same or better returns to the car- 
riers, it should help settle in the public 
mind the validity of the claims and 
counterclaims which transport agencies 
are continually making. It should be 
helpful also in bringing to carriers a 
realization of the sphere in which they 
can most: profitably engage. And it would 
certainly be of value to the I.C.C. as it 
faces the difficult problems of inter- 
carrier competition. 

“These inter-carrier problems are for- 
midable both from the standpoint of 
complexities of issues and number of 
cases. Last year the Commission was 
confronted with over 1,700 intercarrier 
controversies. Of contested railroad rates 
suspended by the Commission about 40 
per cent are protested by motor carriers 
and 10 per cent by water carriers. Of 
the motor carrier rates suspended about 
one-third involve protests of the rail- 
roads. Similarly, a large percentage of 
water Carrier suspensions is based on pro- 
tests of competing forms of transporta- 


tion. It is readily apparent that cases 
involving inter-carrier competition rep- 
resent a considerable portion of the 
Commission’s rate work. 


Question of What to Do 


“If we may assume the correctness of 
my premises that much of our traffic does 
not find its way into the most economical 
transportation channels and that econ- 
omy in transportation is desirable, we 
reach the question of what to do about 
it... . it would be a study that would 
take into consideration all the different 
forms of transportation and varieties of 
traffic and determine as nearly as is 
practical the suitability of each form 
in meeting the country’s transportation 
needs. 

“Questions of subsidization or other 
statutory advantages would not be a part 
of the study. Only actual conditions 
obtaining under existing law should be 
considered for the purposes here in con- 
templation. Desirable changes in law call 
for separate consideration. 

“Among the questions which the study 
would hope to answer are: 

“1. In what areas is traffic being 
hauled by one mode of transportation 
which would better be left to another? 

“2 What would be the effect of the 
shifting of traffic which the study might 
call for? 

“3. What would be the estimated sav- 
ing which would result from the moving 
of goods the most economical way? 

“It should be observed that if the re- 
sults of such a study were heeded, free 
competition would be continued in areas 
where carriers are naturally competitive 
and in others whenever exorbitant pric- 
ing were attempted .. .” 

Commissioner Freas said that previ- 
ous studies (by the Federal Coordinator 
of Transportation and the Board of In- 
vestigation and Research) were made 
before the “great upsurge and maturity 
of highway transportation as we know 
it.’ Many economic and technological 
changes had tdken place since then, he 
said. Moreover, he said, the studies were 
based largely on depression or wartime 
conditions and were published when the 
country was in large part occupied with 
more pressing problems. In time of war, 
he said, the emphasis was on adequacy 
of service rather than on economic as- 
pects. 

“In my opinion, a study reflecting 
present conditions seems more essential 
than ever before,” said Commissioner 
Freas. “I believe that there is now a 
pressing need for the information and 
an opportunity for its effective utiliza- 
tion.” 





Rising Costs, Suez Trouble 
Bring Added Shipping Rates 


C. R. Andrews, of New York City, 
chairman of a number of ocean shipping 
conferences, has announced a surcharge 
of 20 per cent on all freight rates and 
charges on shipments to the Red Sea 
and Gulf of Aden, effective December 
10, for members of the Atlantic and 
Gulf Red Sea and Gulf of Aden Freight 
Conference to cover greater sailing dis- 
tances made necessary by the Suez 
Canal situation. 

At the same time Mr. Andrews an- 
nounced an increase of 10 per cent in 
ocean freight rates and charges for 
the Red Sea group, effective January 
15, a similar increase effective March 1 
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for the North Atlantic United Kingdg, 
Freight Conference, and effective Mare) 
2 for the North Atlantic Baltic Conf. 
ence. The 10 per cent increases were al. 
nounced “as a result of constantly rj. 
ing cost of vessels’ operations.” 

As to the surcharge because of ty 
Suez Canal situation, Mr. Andrews sg 
normal service routes of carriers via tly 
Mediterranean Sea to ports in the Ry 
Sea and Gulf of Aden had been inte. 
fered with, requiring alternate routing 
many additional days of steaming, gj. 
version from customary itineraries ap 
interference of scheduled sailings fro, 
ports of loading in the United Stat« 
and to ports of discharge. All this, ) 
said, had resulted in “serious increasy 
costs.” 

The 20 per cent increase was ap. 
nounced effective on and after Decep. 
ber 10, “governed by cargo delivers 
to vessel’s loading berth alongside » 
on the dock.” 







































































“When conditions at the Suez Cam Re 

return to normal further announcemm 
in regard to the surcharge will be made’ Of 
Mr. Andrews said. ! 
ne 
° de 

DeButts Urges Policy 
Ce 
a . 

Of ‘Working Together’ ca 
All transportation agencies and ti sad 
people who use them must face th W: 
“difficult alternative” of working togethe™ A. 
for a “realtistic and sound nation 
transportation policy,” Harry A. DeButk on 
president of the Southern Railway, sail pe 
in an address at a banquet of the Bi-® in 
mingham Traffic and _ Transportatingy w 
Club in Birmingham, Ala., on Novembe} to 


14. 

“Otherwise,” he warned, “we mist 
accept the alternative of having a m- 
ational transportation system of ks 
than maximum possible  effectivenss 
that costs the nation's users of transpx- 
tation more money than they should 
have to pay for what they get.” 

Speaking to a group he described a 
representing “the users of transport- 
tion” and “the agencies  furnishiz 
transportation,” Mr. DeButts said tht 
“we have mutual interests, we have ca: 
trary interests, and we sometimes hie 
almost diametrically opposed interests’ 

But he encouraged those with opposiig 
interests in transportation to comps 
their differences “so that progress ai 
continue.” He added that “any meeting 
of people interested in our nation’ 
transportation needs” must face the fit 
that a difficult alternative exists. 

“It is the opinion of many of us,” Mr 
DeButts continued, “that unless we fue 
the difficult alternative of reappraisix 
and revitalizing our national transp 
tation policy we'll all be aboard a sii 
that can sink into the depths of @ 
adequacy of service and excessive cost 


“The growing economy of this cout 
try, the expanding domestic needs ani 
the continuing defense requirement 
make it imperative that adequate, ef 
cient and lowest-possible-cost transpor 
tation be planned for now and guaral 
teed for the future.” 


Mr. DeButts recommended to the s 
rious attention of the group a statemel! 
by West German Chancellor Konra 
Adenauer that the speaker felt summet 
up the American economic philosophy 

“If we want the maximum of economif 
energy to be released, we must encour 
age healthy competition. Freedom in 0 
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free enterprise economy has two aspects, 
freedom from the domination of the 
state, and on the other hand freedom 
from narrow group interests. The in- 
terests of any special economic group 
must take second place to the interests 
of the whole people .. .” 

Mr. DeButts warned that “we cannot 
both pay lip service to free enterprise 
and reject healthy competition in the 
fizid of transportation.” 

“Americans should not find it too diffi- 
cult an alternative to get together on a 
sound national transportation policy,” 
Mr. DeButts concluded, “if we truly be- 
lieve that the future welfare of our great 
country depends on the release of a maxi- 
mum of economic energy by encouraging 
healthy competition.” 


Faricy Reports on A.A.R. 
Research Studies, Erection 
Of Engineering Laboratory 


A new half-million-dollar engi- 
neering laboratory building now un- 
der construction at the Research 
Center of the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads in Chicago is expected 
to be completed early next year, 
William T. Faricy, president of the 
AAR., has announced. 


Mr. Faricy made the announcement 
on November 15 in New York City, where 
he was to preside over the annual meet- 
ing of the A.A.R., November 16, at the 
Waldorf-Astoria hotel. The new labora- 
tory, one of three such buildings located 
on the campus of the Illinois Institute 
of Technology, would enable the railroads 
to accelerate their research program, said 
Mr. Faricy. 

“This new engineering laboratory,” he 
said, “will make it possible to carry for- 
ward additional projects as well as to ex- 
pand some of the research activities of 
the [A.A.R.] engineering division now 
under way.” 

Among such studies on which progress 
had been made in the last year, he said, 
were projects to improve safety and serv- 
ice performance of rail, to increase the 
life of ties, to reduce the cost and im- 
prove the quality of track maintenance, 
to prolong the life and improve the safe- 
ty of crossing frogs, to combat the 
damaging effect of corrosion on track 
and structures, and to improve the design 
and increase the service life of bridge 
structures. 


Mechanical Research 


Mr. Faricy said that in the field of 
mechanical research, intensive study of 
all aspects of journal bearings was con- 
tinued last year by the A.A.R. These 
Studies, he added, were directed both 
toward clearing the way for wider use 
of roller bearings in freight car equip- 
ment and also toward the improvement 
of the performance of solid bearings. 


“Other improvements in freight car 
design and performance are foreshad- 
owed as the result of continued research 
in draft gear, air brakes and car wheels,” 
Mr. Faricy stated. “New specifications 
for an alternate standard for draft 
gears for greater size and capacity were 
adopted during the year, as were also 
hew specifications for cast steel wheels.” 

Mr. Faricy reported that in addition 
to extensive research in track and rolling 
Stock, investigation directed to the devel- 


opment of more serviceable types of 
containers and improved methods of 
packaging and loading had continued 
throughout the year. He said that 
efforts of the A.A.R. freight loss and 
damage prevention section, the Freight 
Loading and Container Bureau, and the 
Container and Loading Research Lab- 
oratory had resulted in “considerable 
improvements in service and savings in 
loss and damage to freight.” 

As a result of a continuing safety 
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campaign by the A.A.R. Bureau of Ex- 
plosives, Mr. Faricy reported, the rail- 


roads in 1955, for the thirty-fourth 
consecutive year, had transported mil- 
lions of pounds of commercial high ex- 
plosives without death or injury, while 
simultaneously reducing property loss. 





Isbrandtsen Wins Decision in Fight 
Against Dual Rate System Principle 


District of Columbia Court of Appeals Says 1916 Shipping Act Forms 
‘Insuperable Barrier’ to System Because It Is ‘Retaliatory’ Against 


Shipper. 


The United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit 
on November 9 held unlawful, as a 
retaliation against shippers for not 
agreeing to use shipping conference 
vessels exclusively, a so-called “dual- 
rate” system approved by the Fed- 
eral Maritime Board for use in the 
trade covered by the Japan-Atlantic 
and Gulf Freight Conference. 


The court’s opinion was handed down 
in No. 13027, Isbrandtsen Co., Inc., Pe- 
titioner, v. United States of America and 
Federal Maritime Board, Respondents, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, Japan- 
Atlantic and Gulf Conference, et al., In- 
terveners. 

On the same day counsel for Isbrandt- 
sen called on the Federal Maritime 
Board to issue a cease and desist order 
against all conferences making use of 
the contract-non-contract system. 


The appeals court held that there was 
an “insuperable” barrier to the proposed 
dual-rate system in section 14, Third, of 
the 1916 shipping act because, while Con- 
gress had permitted some discriminatory 
practices with the approval of the F.M.B., 
when it “came to the matter of retalia- 
tion against a shipper it did not permit 
this particular type of conduct to be 
engaged in or to be approved by the 
board if it involved any discriminating 
method.” 


On appeal were orders of the F.M.B. 
approving the proposed dual-rate or 
contract/non-contract rate system de- 
scribed in No. 740, Statement of Japan- 
Atlantic and Gulf Freight Conference 
Filed Under General Order No. 76 (T.W., 
Dec. 17, 1955, p. 19). 


The opinion of the court was written 
by Circuit Judge Fahy, and supple- 
mented by a concurring statement by 
Circuit Judge Washington which con- 
tained further comment in which he 
said his colleagues agreed and which 
they had asked him to express. 


Support for Isbrandtsen 


The Attorney General joined Is- 
brandtsen in attacking the validity of 
the orders under review, and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture also supported Is- 
brandtsen. Isbrandtsen is a non-con- 
conference shipping line. 


Judge Fahy reviewed the events lead- 
ing up to the filing with the F.M.B. of 


Isbrandtsen Asks Maritime Board to Outlaw All Agreements. 


the statement by the Japan-Atlantic 
conference of its intention to institute 
the contract/non-contract dual rate 
system in the trade, with a differential 
of 942 per cent in rates in favor of ship- 
pers agreeing to ship exclusively by ves- 
sels of the conference members. The 
contract would contain a liquidated dam- 
age clause. 

He recalled that in Isbrandtsen Co. v. 
United States, 93 U.S. App. D.C. 293, 
211 F. 2d 51 (certiorari denied, 347 U.S. 
990) that the appeals court had held in 
connection with the proposed system 
which the F.M.B. had refused to sus- 
pend, that the board could not allow 
it to go into effect without such ap- 
proval. Thereafter, the F.MB. ap- 
proved the system and it was those or- 
ders which were appealed. 


Limits on Antitrust Exemption 

From this point, Judge Fahy’s opinion 
continued: 

“Tf the arrangements in question are 
such as the statute authorizes the car- 
riers to make or the board to approve, 
they are exempt from the inhibitions of 
the antitrust laws under section 15, 
note 1. In providing for such exemption, 
however, the statute also places definite 
limits. For example sections 16 and 17 
of the act provide, ‘it shall be unlaw- 
ful’ for any common carrier by water, 
alone or in conjunction with another, 
to ‘make or give any undue preference 
or advantage to any particular person,’ 
or to ‘demand, charge, or collect any 
rate, fare, or charge which, is unjustly 
discriminatory between shippers ... ”’ 

“The board strongly urges that the 
dual-rate system cannot be said to give 
any ‘undue preference or advantage’ or 
to constitute a demand, charge, rate or 
fare which is ‘unjustly’ discriminatory. 
It says that because of competitive con- 
ditions in the trade the preference is 
not ‘undue’ or the discrimination ‘un- 
just.’ In explaining these conditions the 
board points to the differences in the 
operating costs of carriers of different 
nationalities, to the need for stability 
of rates and services, to freedom of any 
steamship company to enter this trade 
in contrast to the requirements of the 
interstate commerce act that there be 
a finding of public convenience and 
necessity, to the relationship between 
costs of operating and the quantity of 
cargo carried, and to other factors, all 
of which, in the view of the board, are 
shown by the record and support the 
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board’s findings that the inauguration of 
the dual-rate system is a necessary com- 
petitive measure to offset the harmful 
effect of non-conference competition in 
an overtonnaged trade subject to the in- 
jurious practice of undercutting of con- 
ference rates. The board points further- 
more to its finding that the dual-rate 
system will decrease the possibility of 
continued rate wars with their disastrous 
consequences to American-fiag lines, 
consequences repugnant to the purposes 
of the act to encourage the development 
and creation of a naval auxiliary and re- 
serve, and a merchant marine able to 
meet the requirements of the commerce 
of the United States with foreign coun- 
tries. 


‘Insuperable Barrier’ 


“We might agree with the board that 
the objectives it seeks in approving the 
dual-rate system are consistent with the 
objectives of the statute; but these can 
be furthered only by means permitted 
by the statute. It is here that we find 
an insuperable barrier. Section 14, Third, 
of the act provides that no common Car- 
rier by water shall ‘retaliate against any 
shipper by refusing, or threatening to 
refuse, space accommodations when such 
are available, or resort to other discrimi- 
nating or unfair methods, because such 
shipper has patronized any other car- 
rier ... or for any other reason.’ 


“As we have seen, shippers who decline 
to sign an exclusive patronage contract 
with the conference would be charged for 
the same transportation service rates 9% 
per cent higher than those charged ship- 
pers who enter into such contracts, and 
breach of contract by one who does sign 
would entail liquidated damages of 50 
per cent of the contract rate. While in 
terms the 9% per cent higher rate is for 
failure to enter into an exclusive patron- 
age contract rather than for actually 
shipping via a non-conference carrier, in 
reality the higher rate is for the latter, 
as are the liquidated damages. Each of 
these aspects of the dual-rate system is 
hinged to a shipper giving patronage to 
another carrier. This is explicit in the 
provision for liquidated damages, which 
is part and parcel of the dual-rate sys- 
tem and gives color to the whole; and it 
is implicit in the difference between the 
contract rate and the higher non-con- 
tract rate. 


Retaliation Prohibited 


“When the latter is charged a shipper 
who has not entered into an exclusive 
patronage contract the substance of the 
matter is that a higher rate is charged 
because he ships by other than confer- 
ence carriers. The industry is concerned 
with the business of shipping, to which 
the making of contracts is but an inci- 
dent. Both provisions, therefore, come 
within a fair meaning of retaliation. Fur- 
thermore, even though the shipper has 
not patronized another the higher rate 
constitutes retaliation because it is 
charged for failure to contract with the 
conference. Section 14, Third, applies 
not only to retaliation for shipping by an- 
other carrier but for ‘any other reason,’ 
which would include failure to enter into 
the exclusive contract arrangement. 
True it is, as the board urges with much 
persuasion, the dual-rate system may be 
very potent in promoting stability and 
regularity of service and may be war- 


ranted by competitive considerations; but 
when at the same time the system con- 
stitutes retaliation and is also discrimi- 
natory it runs into the barrier of sec- 
tion 14, Third, however desirable it 
otherwise might be. 


“That provision prohibits not only re- 
taliation by a refusal, or threat of refusal 
of available space accommodations but 
also by ‘resort to other discriminating’ 
methods. In the circumstances stated, 
the charge of a higher rate for the same 
service and facilities, or the imposition of 
the liquidated damages, is prima facie 
discriminatory, Swayne and Hoyt, Ltd. v. 
United States, 300 U.S. 297, and for the 
reasons we have outlined we think that 
it is also a method of retaliation. This is 
the thrust of these provisions under a 
fair reading of the language adopted by 
Congress. And since these provisions are 
unlawful the system containing them 
cannot validly be approved by the board. 


Existence of Retaliation 


“We cannot accept the argument that 
section 14, Third, must be read, in view 
of the terms of the act as a whole, to 
condemn only retaliation which the 
board might on a particular record find 
‘unfair’ or ‘unjustly discriminatory,’ 
terms used in other parts of section 14 
and in sections 15 and 17. Where the 
conduct is retaliatory and constitutes 
discrimination, it is unlawful without 
more, unless its impact is unsubstantial, 
a subject we need not consider. Absent 
retaliation a preference or discrimina- 
tory rate is unlawful only if undue, un- 
reasonable, unfair or unjust. Whether 
or not these characteristics exist depends 
upon the facts and circumstances of the 
case as found by the board; and the 
courts will not substitute their judgment 
in this regard for that of the Board. 
Swayne and Hoyt, Ltd. v. United States, 
supra. There the court in effect ap- 
proved an order of the Secretary of 
Commerce, the predecessor of the board, 
which had condemned a higher rate for 
a shipper who used a carrier other than 
a member of the conference. 


“The court said the differential was 
prima facie discriminatory since the two 
rates were charged for identical services 
and facilities, leaving for decision, in the 
first instance by the Secretary, the ques- 
tion whether the discrimination was 
‘undue’ or ‘unreasonable.’ The Secretary 
having concluded that it was, the court, 
considering the case under section 16, 
would not disturb his conclusion, which 
was in part based upon his finding that 
the operation of the contract system in 
the circumstances ‘does not differ sub- 
stantially from that of “deferred re- 
bates” outlawed in both foreign and 
coastwise shipping by section 14 of the 
shipping act ... .’ Since the dual-rate 
system here constitutes retaliation it 
must be condemned without regard to 
the question of its reasonableness, as are 
deferred rebates. For while it is not one 
of the methods specifically condemned 
by section 14, as are deferred rebates and 
fighting ships, nevertheless retaliation 
is specified in subparagraph Third of 
section 14 as a method which may not 
be resorted to when discriminatory. 


Cases Distinguished 

“We are aware that the dual-rate sys- 
tem has not been held by any judicial 
decision to be invalid under section 14, 
Third; that is, without regard to the 
reasonableness or justice of the discrimi- 
nation inherent in the system. We have 
already referred to Swayne and Hoyt, 
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Ltd. v. United States, swonra, Which 
though it upheld the board in ¢p. 
demning the dual-rate system there jp. 
volved, did not rest upon section 4 
Third. In Far East Conference v. Unita 
States, 343 U.S. 570, the court, adhering 
to principles previously laid down in 
United States Navigation Co. v. Cunay 
Steamship Co., 284 U.S. 474, required the 
district court to dismiss a suit of thy 
United States which attacked the dual. 
rate system as violative of the Shermay 
act without the particular system hay. 
ing been passed upon initially by th 
board. And in A/S J. Ludwig Mowincke, 
Rederi v. Isbrandtsen Co., 342 US. gj 
the court by an equally divided Vote 
affirmed Isbrandtsen v. United State 
96 F.Supp. 883, which had invalidate 
the dual-rate system there involved, ng 
under section 14, Third, but because th, 
spread between the two rates was founj 
to be arbitrary. 


“From this situation in the courts the 
board contends that the dual-rate sys. 
tem has not been considered invalid pe 
se, otherwise the courts would have dis. 
posed of these cases on that grounj 
This position is an arguable one; by 
the fact is that the cases do not deci 
the point. And for the reasons which 
we have indicated we are of the opinim 
that additional legislation would }& 
needed to permit the system, in th 
form here approved by the board, t 
obtain the approval of the courts. Cop. 
gress, after long consideration, lodgei 
very substantial powers in the board 
but we find no language in the statute 
which, given its fair meaning, permit 
the board to grant exemption from th 
antitrust laws, or to make lawful a dis- 
criminatory rate, or the imposition o 
liquidated damages, for patronizing a 
competitor, for refusal to enter into a 
exclusive patronage contract with co- 
ference members, or for not shipping e1- 
clusively in accordance with such a col- 
tract. 


“We have considered the legislatir 
history, particularly pertinent parts 
H.R. Doc. No. 805, Sixty-third Congres, 
second sess. (1914), known as the Ale: 
ander Report. The evils afflicting th 
industry due to uncontrolled competitia 
on the one hand and unregulated car 
rier combinations on the other, are al- 
alyzed in this basic study preceding th 
act. Reference is also made to Hous 
report No. 659, Sixty-fourth Congres 
first session (1915);* H.R. 14337, Sixt 
fourth Congress, first session (1915) 
Senate report No. 689, Sixty-fourth Con- 
gress, first session (1915).* 


“We have found in this history w 
indication of an explicit intention 
Congress to outlaw the dual-rate system, 
as is found with respect to deferred r- 
bates and fighting ships. Furthermor 
it is clear from its history, as from the 
act itself, that not all discriminator 
practices and preferences are unlawfil 
On the contrary, the board is authorizé 
to approve many methods, including the 
formation of the conferences themselves 
which would be unlawful except for the 
act and board action thereunder. Bu 
it is significant that when Congres 
came to the matter of retaliation agains! 
a shipper it did not permit this particulal 
type of conduct to be engaged in or to be 


% This report at pp. 30-31 refers to retalia- 
tion by refusing space accommodations 
“other unfair methods of discrimination.” 

‘In this report, at p. 5, section 15 of HR. 
15455 is described in part as forbidding “Te 
taliation, etc., against a shipper because such 
shipper has patronized any other carrier.’ 
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approved by the board if it involved any 
discriminatory method.° 


“Finally, we have considered the 
poard’s position that the enumeration of 
deferred rebates and fighting ships as 
practices absolutely prohibited, in con- 
trast with the failure to include in such 
enumeration the dual-rate system, in- 
dicates that the latter was not to be 
considered illegal per se. We do not ac- 
cept this position because to do so would 
seem to us to give little meaning to the 
important provision of section 14, Third, 
that retaliation for any reason is also 
absolutely prohibited if it constitutes 
discrimination. We think it clear noi 
only that the liquidated damage pro- 
vision is discriminatory but that a 9% 
per cent differential for exactly the 
same service and facilities is of like 
character. Further discussion of the 
matter appears in Judge Washington’s 
concurring opinion ‘in which, as in the 
present opinion, we all concur.’ Walker v. 
Popenoe, 80 U.S. App. D.C. 129, 131, 149 
F2d 511, 513 (1954). 

“The orders of the board will be set 
aside insofar as they approve the ex- 
clusive patronage contract/noncontract 
rate system.” 

Concurring Expression 


Circuit Judge Washington’s concur- 
rence and additional comment follows: 


“T fully concur in Judge Fahy’s opinion. 
However, certain additional observations 
may be made, with which both my col- 
leagues agree, and which they have asked 
me to express on behalf of the court. 

“The crucial question on this appeal is 
of course whether section 14, Third, of 
the shipping act of 1916 proscribes the 
type of contract here involved. 

“In the first place, it seems clear that 
in actual practice the contract system is 
being used to penalize a shipper because 
he has patronized another carrier, or at 
least reserved the right to do so. Is this 
‘retaliation,’ proscribed by the act? Cer- 
tainly there seems no reason to limit ‘re- 
taliation’ to the dictionary definitions of 
‘returning like for like’ or ‘evil for evil,’ 
which have been selected by the board. 
The very example used by the statute, 
boycotting for use of another carrier, is 
not ‘like for like,’ nor are the boycotting 
carrier or group of carriers necessarily 
imbued with ideas of doing evil. But 
detriment to the independent shipper 
and the independent carrier plainly re- 
sults. 

“Are these contracts, then, the sort of 
‘discriminating or unfair methods’ that 
the statute sought to anticipate? That 
the contract system comes within the 
literal meaning of this phrase is clear. 
As the Supreme Court observed in 
Swayne & Hoyt, Ltd. v. United States, 
300 U.S. 297, 303 (1937), a contract system 
under which different prices are charged 
for the same transportation of identical 
cargoes to identical ports under identical 
circumstances is ‘prima facie discrimina- 
tory?’? Nevertheless, the board urges that 





5 Compare H.R. 17328, Sixty-third Congress, 
second session, section 2, Third, with H.R. 
15455, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session, 
showing changes which add “‘unjust’”’ to “dis- 
crimination” in certain parts in the bill, but 
not in section 2, Third, which corresponded 
With section 14, Third, of the act, where, 
discrimination without qualification is pro- 
hibited when used as retaliation. 

*It is urged that footnote 3 of the court’s 
opinion in Swayne & Hoyt is some authority 
for exempting the contracts in this case 
from section 14, Third. There are two an- 
Swers to this argument. First, the court was 
there concerned not with a recommenda- 
tion of the Alexander committee but with 
an argument that had been addressed to the 
committee. See H.R. Doc. No. 805, Sixty- 
third Congress, second session, 307 (1914). 


the literal meaning of the statute should 
not be followed. 


F.M.B. Contention 


“The Board’s basic contention is this: 
Since dual rate contracts were considered 
by Congress in its survey of shipping 
practices, the conspicuous absence of this 
device from the list of those specifically 
barred—deferred rebates, fighting ships, 
and boycotts—demonstrates an implied 
congressional endorsement of this device. 
Were the premise sound, the argument 
would have some merit. But the fact is 
that the contracts examined by the Alex- 
ander Committee in 1913 were materially 
different from the contracts before us 
now. The 1913 contracts were bona fide 
requirements contracts. The sellers (car- 
riers) undertook a firm obligation to pro- 
vide space; both parties undertook firm 
obligations as to the price. And since 
the price was fixed for the term of the 
contract (usually 6 months), the price 
figure in the contract represented a 
hedge on the part of both parties against 
fluctuations in rates.* 


Contracts Differentiated 


“In the contracts in suit the carriers’ 
commitment as to space is almost il- 
lusory,‘ being a commitment to carry ‘so 
far as regular services are available.’ The 
price aspect of the contract is in terms 
subject to increases. Thus, the two 
principal considerations normally given 
to a buyer (the shipper) under a require- 
ments contract—guarantee of supply and 
guarantee of no rate increase—are here 
lacking.® In their stead are two essen- 
tially penal provisions—the higher rate 
and the liquidated damage clause—both 
imposed to coerce shippers to refrain 
from using non-conference  carriers.° 
These differences are dispositive of the 
board’s principal argument. Implied con- 
gressional approval of a bona fide re- 
quirements contract is no basis for ex- 
empting the contracts in this case from 


Second, and more significant, is the fact 
that the contracts considered in Swayne & 
Hoyt closely follow the outlines of the 
contracts reviewed by the Alexander com- 
mittee in 1913, which are materially dif- 
ferent from the contracts in this case, see 
text infra. The contracts in Swayne & 
Hoyt contained a firm price agreement that 
could not be varied during the term of the 
contract. See Swayne & Hoyt v. United 
States, 18 F.Supp. 25, 26 (D.D.C. 1936). 

* For the text of the contracts considered 
by the Alexander Committee, see ‘‘Proceed- 
ings of the House Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries,’’ Sixty-second 
Congress, second session, Vol. 1, pp. 97, 120, 
289 (1913). For the committee’s summary 
of these contracts, see H.R. Doc. 805, supra 
at 290-91. In most of these contracts the 
price term was fixed as against increases, but 
shippers were entitled to any decreases in the 
regular tariffs. In other contracts the price 
stated was binding on both sides. See Marx, 
“International Shipping Cartels” 202 (1953). 








*See 1 Corbin, “Contracts” section 16 
(1950). 

° See, generally, Stockhausen, ““‘The Com- 
mercial and Antitrust Aspects of Term 


Requirements Contracts,” 23 N.Y.U. L.Q. 412, 
413 (1948). 

®This is not to suggest that the liqui- 
dated damage clause would necessarily be 
unenforceable as a penalty, cf. Pacific West- 
bound, Conference v. Leval & Co. (un- 
reported) (Cir.Ct. Ore. 1951), cited in Marx, 
supra at 209, though it might be. See 5 
Corbin, ‘‘Contracts’” section 1054 (1951). It 
may be noted that compliance with the con- 
tracts used in 1913 was in many instances 
secured not by deferred rebates, see Pro- 
ceedings, supra at 99, 204, 278, or by penalty 
clauses, id. at 96, but by threat of future 
boycotting, ibid., a device specifically con- 
demned in section 14, Third. The contracts 
in this case would substitute for this blunt 
weapon the more refined techniques of pen- 
alty rates and liquidated damage clauses. 
Thus, instead of a retaliatory device to en- 
force a bona fide requirements contract, 
there are now retaliatory contracts, enforced 
by methods of seemingly equal effective- 
ness. 





31 


TRANSPORTATION WEEK 





the plain meaning of ‘discriminating or 
unfair methods.’ They must therefore be 
condemned.” 

Counsel for Isbrandtsen, Inc., follow- 
ing the decision of the District of Co- 
lumbia Court of Appeals in which that 
court declared the dual-rate system un- 
lawful because it constituted retalia- 
tion against shippers for not agreeing to 
use shipping conference vessels exclu- 
Sively, called on the Federal Maritime 
Board to notify all shipping confer- 
ences to “cease and desist from further 
use of the system.” 

John J. O’Connor, of Washington, 
D.C., counsel for Isbrandtsen, in a let- 
ter to the F.M.B. dated November 9, 
after referring to the finding of the 
court that “the exclusive-patronage- 
contract-rate system is illegal under the 
shipping act of 1916,” added: 

“The court, in its unanimous decision, 
specifically held that both the spread 
between the contract and non-contract 
rates and the so-called liquidated dam- 
ages provision constitute ‘retaliation’ 
under section 14 of the shipping act of 
1916. In this respect, the court’s con- 
demnation of all dual-rate systems is 
clear and unequivocal. The court stat- 
ed: 

“‘Where the conduct is retaliatory 
and constitutes discrimination, it is un- 
lawful without more. unless its impact 
is unsubstantial, a subject we need not 
consider.’ 

“Thereupon the court ‘set aside’ ‘the 
orders of the board,’ ‘insofar as they 
approve the exclusive patronage con- 
tract/non-contract rate system.’ 


Decision Awaited by F.M.B. 


“We have, therefore, a clear-cut hold- 
ing by the court that the dual-rate sys- 
tem is necessarily retaliatory and dis- 
criminatory in violation of the shipping 
act and therefore unlawful. This is the 
unequivocal decision for which the 
board has repeatedly said it has been 
waiting. 

“Tt is now uv to the board to take 
steps to see that this expression of the 
law is implemented. All conferences 
(about 62) now using the system are 
doing so illegally—for the systems could 
not be approved. I request, therefore, 
that the Board now notify all such con- 
ferences to cease and desist from further 
use of the system. The penalties for 
continued violations of the law by these 
conferences are explicit. Section 15 of 
the shipping act provides that they ‘shall 
be liable to a penalty of $1,000 for each 
day such violation continues, .. .’ 

“Furthermore, the many shippers from 
whom the conferences have extorted the 
higher non-contract rates, or from whom 
they have exacted other illegal penalties, 
can recover, under section 22 of the 
shipping act, by way of reparation pro- 
ceedings, all such unlawful overcharges 
imposed upon them within the past two 
years. 

“T trust you will inform me, promptly, 
of your intended course of action.” 





Grant to ATA Foundation 


International Harvester Co., has re- 
newed its grant of $50,000 in support of 
the ATA Foundation, the research, edu- 
cational and public information organi- 
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zation of the trucking industry, for the 
third straight year, Walter F. Carey, 
president of Auto Carriers, Inc., Birm- 
ingham, Mich., and chairman of the 
Foundation, has announced. 





C.A.A. Gets Cargo Aircraft 
From Air Force for Earlier 
Check of Navigation Aids 


The Civil Aeronautics Administra- 
tion has been able to obtain imme- 
diate delivery on the first of five 
modern cargo aircraft for flight 
check work “thanks to a timely as- 
sist” from the U.S. Air Force, it was 
announced November 14 by James T. 
Pyle, acting administrator of civil 
aeronautics. 


“The plane, a C-131E cargo version of 
the pressurized Convair 440, was one of 
a larger order placed by the Air Materiel 
Command,” he said. “C.A.A.’s five air- 
craft were scheduled for delivery in the 
fall of 1957. 

“The Air Materiel Command, however, 
gave the .C.A.A. one of the first planes 
off the line so it could train its pilots 
and have a year’s operational experience 
with the new type of aircraft. The C.A.A. 
will get the other four aircraft one year 
hence. 

“The five Convairs being purchased by 
C.A.A. will be used in flight checking the 
air navigation aids at intermediate 
altitudes between 10,000 and 20,000 feet. 
The existing C.A.A. flight inspection air- 
craft, which are not pressurized for 
higher altitude flying, check the facilities 
along the airways up to approximately 
10,000 feet.” 

In making the announcement Mr. Pyle 
said that “this is just another example 
of the splendid cooperation the C.A.A. 
is getting from the military services in 
its efforts to make the airways safer 
for all the users of the airways system.” 

The five flight-check Convairs will have 
floors stressed for heavier loads than 
required for passenger service, special 
electrical generating equipment, and 
cargo doors, according to Mr. Pyle. 

The delivered plane has been flown 
to Denver where four C.A.A. flight in- 
spection pilots will be checked out on the 
new equipment at the United Airline’s 
training base. Later, the plane will be 
taken to the C.A.A. aeronautical center 
at Oklahoma City to be fitted with the 
electronics gear and special equipment 
required for its primary flight checking 
job. 





Brack Is Elected President 
Of Air Traffic Conference 


Rex Brack, vice-president of traffic and 
sales of Braniff Airways, Dallas, Tex., 
was elected president of the Air Traffic 
Conference for 1957 at the semi-annual 
meeting of the group held in Las Vegas 
November 7, Braniff Airways reported. 
He succeeds Arthur F. Kelly, vice-presi- 
dent, sales, of Western Air Lines. 

In 1955 Mr. Brack served as second 


vice-president and this year he became 
first vice-president of the A.T.C., Braniff 
said, adding that in 1955 he also headed 
a special committee of the Air Trans- 
port Association of America which ini- 
tiated proposals to eliminate the “no 
show” problem of the airline industry. 

Mr. Brack currently is a member of 
the executive board and of the advertis- 
ing committee of the conference. He also 
is Braniff’s member representative to 
the International Air Transport Associa- 
tion 

The Air Traffic Conference of the Air 
Transport Association of America is com- 
posed of sales and service Officials of 
the 34 USS. certificated air carriers and 
is charged with activating efficient and 
standard procedures for the scheduled 
airlines of the United States, according 
to the announcement by Braniff Airways 





Railroads Seek Ownership 
Of Trucking Through ‘New 
Campaign,’ Curry Contends 


A national trucking industry leader 
charged, in a speech prepared for 
delivery at Tulsa, Okla., November 
16, that the railroads were conduct- 
ing a campaign to change the rules 
of competition in transportation 
with the eventual aim of taking over 
the trucking industry. Such “mo- 
nopolistic control of transportation” 
would be a long step backward for 
the nation, he contended. 


The speaker was Neil J. Curry, of Los 
Angeles, chairman of the executive com- 
mittee of the American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc. Addressing members of 
the Associated Motor Carriers of Okla- 
homa at their annual convention, he 
said the railroads’ first step in “this 
campaign” was to obtain changes in the 
rules of rate-making which would strip 
the Commission of regulatory powers 
which, he said, now protected shippers 
and carriers against monopolistic prac- 
tices. He contended that a part of the 
alleged “long-term plan” of the railroads 
was “a take-over of our trucking in- 
dustry.” After asserting that “just knock- 
ing off the motor carriers via their rate- 
making changes would create chaos in 
our economy,” Mr. Curry asked what 
would become of “the thousands of com- 
munities, such as those in Oklahoma, 
served only by trucks,” if the alleged 
campaign of the railroads was successful. 

“That is why I say,” he added, “that 
they really have in mind not only the 
elimination of our competition but the 
substitution of rail-owned truck lines, 
once the independent ownership has 
been eliminated from the picture.” 


Rails Failed to ‘Sell’ Weeks Report 


Mr. Curry said the railroads had failed 
dismally to sell to the public the “Weeks 
report” (or Cabinet committee report) 
which, he said, proposed drastic changes 
in the national transportation policy and 
revision of the rules of rate making so as 
to deprive the I.C.C. of much of its 
power to govern rates. 

“But, with the persistence which char- 
acterizes their whole attitude toward 
competition in transportation,” Mr. 
Curry, said, “they have come up with 
a new program.” 


After stating that the railroads’ “new 
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program” was termed “the three prohipj. 
tions” by the trucking industry, y 


Curry said the “program” would pro. § “Nat 
hibit the I.C.C. from giving considerg. § presen 
tion to the effect of a proposed rata on § policy 
the movement of traffic; would prohip § cham 
it from considering the effect on the § sonvill 
rates of other forms of transportation § meetit 
and would prohibit it from considering § ware, 
whether or not the proposed rate Was @ Massa 
lower than necessary to meet competi. § for ad 


tion 


“They are telling the people that they 
are going broke unless they get help op 
these three prohibitions,” Mr. Curry de. 
clared. “This is in the face of some o 
the biggest revenue and profit years re. 
cently in their entire history. They ap 
telling, with the help of a retired genera) 








that the defense of this nation is jy as 
danger unless the rails get the help they § 9" N 
seek. ’ § Harr 
Role of Trucks prin 
“One would believe that the next wa § tion 
if it comes will be in the pattern of the porti 
other two. It won’t be. It will be th & nove 
trucks that will do the big job if wa t 
strikes the United States, because m Oct. 
fixed-installation form of transportation § Chal 
can escape being wrecked by even con. @ inte 
ventional bombing, to say nothing of th: § the 
atomic or hydrogen bomb. TA 
“We got where we are today becaus: yu 
we gave the farmer, the businessman “T 
and the home-owner the finest most fiex- Mr. 
ible and economical transportation in the § of # 
world. as V 
“The competition may be able to crip- me 
ple, perhaps destroy, that service—but I hat 
don’t believe the people will stand fo —_ 
it... if we get the truth to them.” ing 
mul 
util 
z 
Portland General Agents ro 
Choose Officers for ‘57 4 
George C. Bunce, district freight ani Tel 
passenger agent of the Gulf, Mobile é chi 
Ohio Railroad, has been elected presiden § H¢ 
of the Railroad General Agents Associa: ani 
tion of Portland, Ore., the association me 
has announced. thi 
Mr. Bunce succeeds Lee H. Frederick Mae 
district freight agent of the Southen tis 
Pacific Railroad, who becomes chairmai : 
of the association’s board of director = 
Other officers elected to serve for 195 be 
are: Fred McMullin, general agent @ 
the Western Pacific Railroad, vice-presi- di 
dent; William M. Kirkpatrick, traffe a 
manager of the Denver & Rio Grané , 
Western Railroad, secretary-treasure. tl 
and Ray J. Daniels, general agent of th ic 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacifit 0} 
Railroad, director. D 
a 
Local Chambers Advised ’ 
About Transport Issues . 
Ways in which business men could 
effectively present their views on major | 


transportation legislation to the new 
Congress in the coming year were sug- 
gested, the week of November 12, by 
National Chamber of Commerce repre- 
sentatives in a series of local chamber 
meetings in Georgia and Florida, the US. 
Chamber reported. 

“Issues discussed,” it said, “included 
postal rate increases, competitive rates 
for regulated surface carriers, preferen- 
tial rates to the government, and gov- 
ernment operation of the Military Ai 


ee a SS 
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transport Service and Military Sea 
Transport Service. 

“National Chamber representatives 
presented background data necessary for 
policy action on these issues by local 
chambers at meetings in Atlanta, Jack- 
sonville, Tampa and Miami. Similar 
meetings have already been held in Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and 
Massachusetts, and others are planned 
for additional sections of the country.” 





Harris, T.A.A. Institute 
Speaker, to Head House 
Committee on Commerce 
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As a result of the general election 
on November 6, Representative Oren 
Harris, of Arkansas, billed as the 
principal speaker for a transporta- 
tion institute planned by the Trans- 
portation Association of America for 
November 20, at Atlanta, Ga. (T.W., 
Oct. 27, p. 48), is slated to become 
chairman of the House committee on 
interstate and foreign commerce in 
the Eighty-fifth Congress, says the 
TAA. 


“This,” the T.A.A. said, “will make 
Mr. Harris the most important member 
of the House on transportation matters, 
as well as on other 
major legislation 
handled by his 
committee, includ- 
ing health, com- 
munications and 
utility matters.” 

The T.A.A. ob- 
served that the 
death, in October, 
of Representative J. 
Percy Priest, of 
Tennessee, who was 
































chairman of the 

House interstate Rep. Harris 
and foreign com- 

merce committee, made Mr. Harris 






the ranking Democratic member of the 
committee. It added that when the 
November 6 election returns assured con- 
tinued Democratic party control of Con- 
gress, elevation of Mr. Harris to the com- 
mittee chairmanship in January, 1957, 
became a certainty. 

“Mr. Harris has indicated that he will 
discuss transportation matters likely to 
come before his committee,” said the 
TAA. “The institute is sponsored by 
the Transportation Association of Amer- 
ica in cooperation with 19 state and local 
organizations, and will be held at the 
Dinkler Plaza hotel, Atlanta, from 10 
a.m. to 4 p.m. on November 20. 

“R. S. Lynch, president of the Atlantic 
Steel Co., is general chairman. Reserva- 
tions are being handled at the Atlanta 
Chamber of Commerce.” 































Barriers Lifted to Traffic 


As a result efforts of state administra- 
tors in the west to bring about workable 
relations among states for the uninter- 
rupted flow of commercial vehicle traffic 
across state lines, nine of the 12 western 
States had entered into a compact ar- 
rangement to apportion the taxes paid 
by interstate trucks and buses, Jess N. 
Rosenberg, general counsel of the West- 
ern Highway Institute, said in an address, 
















November 10, at the annual convention 
of the Arizona Motor Transport Asso- 
ciation in San Francisco, Calif. 

“The compact guarantees each state 
its fair share of taxes from interstate 
trucks at the same rate as for local 
truck operation, and is therefore an 
important step forward in unifying the 
highway transportation potential of the 
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entire west,” Mr. Rosenberg said. “Ari- 
zona, Utah and Wyoming are presently 
the only three western states not partici- 
pating in the compact.” 





Restrictions, Supplements, ‘From and To’; 
All in Day’s Work for Tariff Compiler 


Dabney T. Waring, Executive Vice-President of Middle Atlantic 


Conference, Explains Intricate Details and Problems Facing 


Tariff Agent. Favors ‘Greatest Simplicity at Least Expense.’ 


“The most important thing about 
publishing tariffs is to attain the 
greatest simplicity at the least ex- 
pense.” 

That was the way Dabney T. Waring 
summed up his feelings on “Compiling 
and Publishing Tariffs” in an address 
before the Central New Jersey Chapter 
of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity in New Brunswick, N.J., No- 
vember 7. 

Mr. Waring retires January 1, 1957, 
as executive vice-president of the Mid- 
dle Atlantic Conference, a position he 
has held since the formation of the con- 
ference in 1936. (See elsewhere in this 
issue.) 

Mr. Waring said that he had used 
railroad tariffs before becoming active 
head of the conference, and that when 
he took over the publication of tariffs 
for the conference, he attempted to put 
into effect some ideas on making tariffs 
more simplified and more usable that 
he had accumulated. In order of their 
importance, he listed them as follows: 


“1. Employ the plainest kind of non- 
technical language. 

“2. As far as possible arrange all matter 
in easy-to-read tabulated form. 

“3. Set up all rules with proper cap- 
tions in suitable type. 

“4. Avoid when possible: (a) the use 
of notes and reference marks; (b) alter- 
nating rates or other provisions. 


“To a large extent, Mr. Waring said. 
“I was frustrated in my ambition to 
publish simple tariffs. The problems were 
many. First, we were late in organizing 
the conference and had the greatest 
difficulty in meeting the final deadline 
of April 1, 1936. Our first tariffs were 
practically all compiled by using over- 
time help and the work was done at 
nights, and on Sundays and holidays. I 
personally stayed on the job through all 
of this, and as I recall it now, for about 
two months was able to eat dinner at 
home only on Sundays. Under this kind 
of pressure it was simply impossible to 
do things the way I wanted to. There- 
fore, the first tariffs, effective April 
1, 1936, amounted to a patchwork of 
tariff matter and they continued more 
or less in this condition until the tariffs 
were reissued in 1939 and subsequently 
prescribed in the minimum rate order of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Ex Parte MC-20. In publishing those 
tariffs (our prefix A series), I was able 
to put most or many of my ideas into 
effect. 

“This is when the publishing agent 


was changed from D. T. Waring to Mid- 
dle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Con- 
ference, Inc. (now Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference). As you who have been using 
our tariffs full well know, they are loaded 
with restrictions for account of individual 
carriers or groups of carriers and because 
of this I am afraid that they are deemed 
rather complicated. This is something 
that it has been impossible to avoid and 
probably will never be avoided as long 
as rates are published by an agent for 
more than 1,000 motor carriers, unless 
or until exact rates are prescribed by the 
Commission. You appreciate, of course, 
the fact that where there is one railroad 
there are probably 100 motor carriers. 
This is a problem which is inherent in 
the motor carrier industry and we must 
live with it. 

“However, I think that we have 
achieved reasonable simplicity so far as 
the form of tariffs is concerned, that is, 
the method of setting the tariff matter 
up. 
“I formed a very strong dislike for 
large tariffs of a thousand or more 
pages and in order to avoid this, as you 
may have observed, we divided our terri- 
tory into a number of areas and published 
a@ separate tariff for application from 
each of these areas to the entire territory, 
except that where we were able to draw 
a clear line of demarcation between two 
areas, such as New England and Middle 
Atlantic territories, we published the 
tariffs to apply between rather than 
from and to. 


‘Between’ vs. ‘From and To’ 


“You probably are in a position to 
visualize what a complicated problem 
would result from an effort to publish 
all of the rates in ‘between’ form. For 
this reason, and also for convenience 
to the shippers, as well as rate clerks of 
the carriers, we published the rates in a 
‘from and to’ form so that a shipper, for 
example, at New Brunswick, N.J., could 
use one tariff to get his rates to all 
destinations in Middle Atlantic Terri- 
tory. Of course, a shipper in New 
Brunswick is also a receiver of freight, 
but in most cases there are about nine 
outbound shipments to one inbound ship- 
ment. Therefore, I thought it would be 
more important to a shipper to have all 
of his rates on outbound shipments in 
one tariff, even though he would have 
to use other tariffs for his lesser num- 
ber of inbound shipments ... 

“Changes in or additions to tariffs are 
brought about in many ways, among 
them an individual carrier’s instructions 
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under his right of independent action 
which the conference has always recog- 
nized—not just subsequent to the pas- 
sage of the Reed-Bulwinkle bill, which 
is section 5a of the interstate commerce 
act. In this part of the act, the grant- 
ing the right of independent action is 
made mandatory and it may be taken 
before, during, or after the processing 
of a regular rate proposal. So far as 
Middle Atlantic Conference is concerned 
this mandatory provision was really un- 
necessary because we have never denied 
a member this right. However, do not 
misunderstand me, we think that in the 
interest of orderly procedure and be- 
cause of the advantages to the public 
and competing carriers of advance pub- 
licity, rate change proposals should be 
filed, docketed and considered by our 
committees. 


“The normal procedure leading up to 
a change in a rate is the docketing with 
our Standing Rate Committee and the 
publication of the docket... 


Procedure on Rate Proposals 


“Proposals are first considered by our 
Standing Rate Committee composed of 
conference employes. The Standing Rate 
Committee makes a recommendation 
which is given full publicity in the same 
manner as the proposals themselves. 
If any interested party is dissatisfied 
with the committee’s disposition of the 
proposal it may be appealed to the Gen- 
eral Rate Committee having jurisdiction, 
composed of representatives of member 
carriers. These committees meet once 
a month. Except where the right of 
independent action is exercised or an ap- 
peal is taken to the General Rate Com- 
mittee after processing by the Standing 
Rate Committee, the proposal files go 
to our tariff bureau and are placed in 
line for publication in a tariff or ap- 
propriate supplement. 


“It is probably unnecessary to dis- 
cuss such an elementary thing as the 
actual method of compiling a tariff but 
I might say for the uninitiated that 
generally the current item or page is 
clipped from the tariff, pasted down 
on a large piece of paper and necessary 
changes or additions run in by hand. 
Then this manuscript goes to the typist 
or printer for final typing. Most of the 
motor carrier bureaus and many of the 
railroads, these days, are using what is 
called ‘offset’ printing method, some- 
times called planograph or lithograph. 
By a partly mechanical and partly 
chemical process, the image of the typed 
page is reproduced on a metal plate 
which is then put on the printing press 
from which we get the finished product. 

“We have in our headquarters build- 
ing two presses, one for 8-by-1l-inch 
paper and another for 11-by-16-inch 
paper. With the latter machine, together 
with our folding, stitching and punch- 
ing machines, we can run off eight-page 
jobs or even larger ones, but we have 
found that it is not economical to do 
any job greater than eight pages. In 
fact we seldom do more than a four- 
page job on our premises. If they are 
larger than this we send them to a 
printer who makes the plates from the 
typed copy and fastens them to the 
printing press, through which the paper 
is run. Probably 75 to 80 per cent of 
the tariff typing is done in our own office. 


If our typists are overloaded with work, 
we sometimes have the typing done by 
outside people or by the printer himself. 


Moves Toward Simplification 


“For several years the National Traf- 
fic Committee of the trucking industry 
has had two committees, one for the 
purpose of bringing about tariff sim- 
plification and more uniformity among 
the publishing agents in the matter of 
forms, the other on uniform tariff 
rules and regulations. 


“A few years ago the railroads also 
became very active in the matter of 
attaining more simplification and uni- 
formity. They created a special com- 
mittee headed by Mr. C. S. Baxter, for- 
merly assistant director, Bureau of Traf- 
fic, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
All these committees have accomplished 
a great deal in the matter of improving 
the tariffs of both the motor carriers 
and railroads from the standpoint of 
uniformity of form and simplification. 
Those of you who have been using tariffs 
have no doubt noticed the improvements. 


“One thing that we have found im- 
possible to avoid is the large amount of 
supplemental matter and the multiplic- 
ity of supplements. This can be ac- 
counted for by this fast-moving and 
changing business world in which we 
live. The Commission, in its tariff pub- 
lishing rules, places a limit on both the 
number of supplements and the volume 
of supplemental matter, but we are con- 
stantly encountering emergencies which 
are recognized by the Commission, as 
well as the public, necessitating relief 
from the strict terms of these particular 
rules. 


Volume of Rate Changes 


“T have already told you why in the 
beginning we tried to keep our tariffs 
comparatively small. Another reason 
that we did this was to facilitate their 
reissuance frequently. After we pub- 
lished our Series A tariffs coincident with 
the decision in Ex Parte MC-20, we 
closely adhered to our plan to reissue 
our tariffs frequently and the compara- 
tively small size of them greatly facili- 
tated our work in doing this. Rate 
changes, however, have been coming 
about so fast that we have been forced 
to issue a great many more supplements 
and great deal larger volume of supple- 
mental matter than we anticipated doing. 
About all that I can say with respect to 
this is that within the limits of our 
ability and the conditions with which 
we have been confronted, we have sim- 
ply done the best we could to reissue as 
frequently as possible. 


“Our original policy which we have 
adhered to as closely as possible was to 
keep our tariffs in good form and con- 
dition and we have done so in the be- 
lief that the additional cost represented 
a good investment from the standpoint 
of reducing the work and consequently 
the expense of rate clerks and other 
clerical help. It has been and still is 
my belief that for every $100 we spend 
in this direction our members in the 
aggregate are enabled to save thousands 
of dollars in their payroll expense and 
reduced office space and facilities. 


“It is generally considered that com- 
piling tariffs is something that is foreign 
to and has no connection with using 
tariffs in getting rates. For this reason 
most railroads and most motor carrier 
rate bureaus have different departments, 
separately managed for rate clerks and 
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tariff compilers. We have the two de. 
partments ourselves, but from the ye eral 
beginning, as far as possible, I have trieg om 
to switch our clerks from one depart. A 
ment to the other so that the rate Clerks wal 
would understand the techniques of Lea 
tariff compiling and the tariff compiler, § 
would have the benefit of actually using to : 
tariffs in getting rates. "I 
“Based on my own experience of Many mite 
years ago, I know that my tariff com. 1929 
piling experience made me a better up 
rate clerk, and my rate clerk experience of I 
made me a better tariff compiler. Oy a nl 
chief of tariff bureau and our as. com 
sistant chief of tariff bureau are thor. ethi 
oughly experienced rate clerks, having was 
spent considerable time in our rate de- nua 

partment before being transferred to the 

tariff department. The chief of our rate 
bureau likewise had some years experi- M 
ence as a tariff compiler before going§ Mic 
into the rate department. Many of the§ 1, ! 
subordinate tariff compilers have preyj-§ pre: 
ously been in the rate department ang§ ma! 
many of the subordinate rate clerks haye§ ge? 
previously been in the tariff department § cre 
as compilers. the 
“In using a tariff for getting rates, the 
often defects in the tariff or certain} ™™ 
features of a tariff which tend to delay .“ 
the ascertainment of a rate are observed F 
and when this man later becomes af 2°" 
tariff compiler he is a better one for the 
having had that kind of rate experience Yor 
as a critic of the form of tariffs. By the Cor 
same token a rate clerk is a better one am 
for having had experience in building up she 
tariffs. He better understands how to an 
ascertain a rate. a 
“We have invited constructive criti-} fer, 
cism from tariff users and have received h 
a lot of it, much of which we used tof stn 
advantage.” Ma 
192 
H 
Dabney Waring to Retire as} { 
. e ma. 
Head of Middle Atlantic os 
Conference on January 1 | 2 
H. E. Howell, president of the Mid- 8 
dle Atlantic Conference, has an-} jp ; 
nounced that the conference board] Th 
of directors has accepted, “with re-} mo 
gret and reluctance,” a request by ” 
Dabney T. Waring, executive vice-] ..., 
president of the conference, for re-} ope 
tirement, effective January 1, 1957} for 
Mr. Waring said he would continue} }*' 
to serve the conference in a consulting h 
capacity, and would write a historical rec-] 19) 
ord of the origin and development of the era 
conference and the Middle Atlantic] ~ 
States rate structure. Yo 
A few years ago, Mr. Waring was} Clu 
stricken with meningitis, and his case} the 





was described by doctors as one of the 
most unusual in medical annals. 

Born near Dunnsville, Essex County, 
Va., in 1890, Mr. Waring entered the 
transportation business in 1906 with the 
Southern Railway Co. in Atlanta, Ga., 
as a freight receiving clerk. From 1907 
to 1913 he worked as a tariff compiler 
successively for the Southern Railway 
Co., Southeastern Freight Association, 
Atlantic Coast Line Railroad, and Vir- 
ginian Railway. Later, he was chief rate 
clerk in the office of the general freight 
agent of the Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
road, Knoxville, Tenn., and for four years 
he was in the same capacity in the gen- 
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eral freight office of the Old Dominion 
Steamship Co., New York. 

At the beginning of the First World 
war, he went with the United States 
Leather Co. as assistant traffic manager, 
from which position he resigned in 1928 
to open an Office as a traffic consultant 
in New York. 

He was admitted to practice before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
1929, shortly after the Commission set 
up its bar. On joining the Association 
of I.C.C. Practitioners, he was appointed 
a member of its ethics and grievances 
committee, which wrote the code of 
ethics for that organization. This code 
was adopted at the association’s first an- 
nual meeting on October 30, 1930. 


Joined Middle Atlantic in 1936 


Mr. Waring became manager of the 
Middle Atlantic Conference on January 
1, 1936. He was made executive vice- 
president in 1950. He has been chair- 
man of the Middle Atlantic Conference 
general rate committee since it was 
created in 1939. He was chairman of 
the carrier committee which developed 
the rate structure prescribed as mini- 
mum by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in Ex Parte MC-20. 

From 1917 to 1936, Mr. Waring was 
active in the New York Traffic Club and 
the Shippers Conference of Greater New 
York. He was chairman of the Shippers 
Conference in 1927, and was for several 
years chairman of its rate committee. 
He served as treasurer and member of 
the board of governors of the New York 
Traffic Club from 1930 to 1936 and was 
secretary-treasurer of the Shippers Con- 
ference from 1932 to 1936. 

Mr. Waring was part owner and in- 
structor in evening classes of the Traffic 
Managers Institute of New York from 
1921 to 1928. 

He was a member of the National 
Traffic Committee of the trucking indus- 
try for a number of years and was chair- 
man of its Classification subcommittee 
during the time of the hearing of 
Dockets 28300 and 28310. He was the 
trucking industry’s classification witness 
in these cases. 

He wrote the rate-making procedure 
in the conference’s section 5a application. 
The conference was the first of the 
motor carrier bureaus approved by the 
Commission. 

Mr. Waring was the industry’s repre- 
sentative on the committee which devel- 
oped an interchangeable bill of lading 
form for railroads, motor carriers, and 
water carriers, known as the “short” 
form. 

Mr. Waring married Lucie Butler in 
1910. They have four children and 12 
grandchildren. 

Mr. Waring is a member of the New 
York Traffic Club, the Baltimore Traffic 
Club, the Washington Traffic Club and 
the Belle Haven Country Club. 


M.S.T.S. Unable to Charter 
Newly-Built Tanker Vessels 


Congressional leaders and the admin- 
istrator of the Maritime Administration 
have been informed by the Military Sea 
Transportation Service that the M.S.TS. 
has been unable to charter any newly- 
built tankers under existing legislation 
(Public Law 575, Eighty-third Congress, 
Second session) which was designed to 
encourage private capital to build tankers 
for the agency’s use. 

Three years ago Congress authorized 


M.S.T.S. to charter for 10 years a total 
of 15 tankers to be built to its specifica- 
tions by private capital, the charter 
terms to be not more than five dollars 
per deadweight ton per month. M.S.T:S. 
said that the legislation was amended 
to place the tankers in the class of 
“special purpose” vessels so that 100 per 
cent government mortgage insurance be- 
came available. However, by the time the 
amendment was passed the cost of build- 
ing tankers had increased to a level 
where the five-dollar charter figure 
blocked the making of any arrangements. 
Also, it was said at M.S.T.S. there was 
a lack of shipbuilding capacity at the 
present time to handle the production 
of the tankers. 

Under the circumstances, MS.T:S. 
said it was reviewing the program under 
Public Law 575 and would submit sug- 
gested amendments to the legislation to 
make possible realization of the tanker 
program. 

The M.S.T‘S. lettter was sent to Repre- 
sentative Vinson, of Georgia, chairman 
of the House armed services committee, 
to the chairman of the Senate armed 
services committee, Senator Russell, also 
of Georgia, as well as to the ranking 
Republican member, Senator Salton- 
stall, of Massachusetts. Copies of the 
letter were sent to Senator Magnuson, 
chairman of the Senate interstate and 
foreign commerce committee, and to 
Senator Butler of Maryland a member 
of that committee. A copy of the letter 
was also sent to Clarence G. Morse mari- 
time administrator. 





Common Carriers Winning 


Safety Contest Announced 


Winners of the twenty-fifth annual 
national fleet safety contest conducted 
by the National Safety Council for the 
period July 1, 1955, through June 30, 
have been announced by the council. 
The winners received plaques at cere- 
monies in the LaSalle hotel in Chicago, 
October 25. 

First place winners in each of four 
groups in the common carrier truck di- 
vision were: Group I, Denver Chicago 
Trucking Co., Inc., Denver-Chicago di- 
vision, Group 2, Davidson Transfer & 
Storage Co., Baltimore, Md., Group 3, 
Pacific Motor Trucking Co., eastern di- 
vision, and Group 4, Kedney Warehouse 
Co., Grand Forks, N.D. 

The council explained that with the 


ANNIVERSAB’ 





On behalf of the Davidson Transfer & Storage 
Co., of Baltimore, Md., William A. Duffy, right, 
director of safety and personnel, accepts the 
first place plaque won by Davidson in the 
twenty-fifth annual safety contest conducted by 
the National Safety Council. On the left, is E. G. 
Cox, chief of the section of safety of the Com- 
mission’s Bureau of Motor : Carriers. 
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entry of between 120 and 149 fleets in the 
common carrier truck division, that di- 
vision was divided into four groups. It 
added that a particular company was 
permitted to enter as a single fleet, or 
that it might enter each company opera- 
tional division separately. 

Second and third place winners in 
each of the four groups were shown, 
respectively, as follows: 


Group I, Consolidated Freightways, 
Inc., Minneapolis area fleet; and Pacific 
Intermountain Express Co., Salt Lake 
Line haul district. Group 2, Commercial 
Motor Freight Inc., of Indiana, Indiana 
division, Indianapolis, Ind., and Davidson 
Transfer & Storage Co. Group 3, South- 
western Transportation Co., division 2, 
Texarkana, Tex., and Pacific Intermoun- 
tain Express Co., Los Angeles line haul 
district. Group 4, Sites Silver Wheel 
Freightlines,. Inc., Portland, Ore. and 
Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Dickin- 
son, N.D. 


In the auto transport division, spon- 
sored by the National Automobile Trans- 
porters Association, first place went to 
M&G Convoy, Inc., Buffalo, N.Y., in 
Group I, and to Carolina Car Carrier, 
Inc., Concord, N.C., in Group 2, in the 
truckaway division, and to United Trans- 
ports, Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., in the 
driveaway division. 

Also in the truckaway division, second 
place in Group 1 was won by Dealers 
Transport Co., Kansas City, Mo., and 
third place went to J-T Transport Co., 
Kansas City. In Group 2, second place 
was won by Hipp & Cress, Salisbury, 
N.C., and third place by Blain Driveaway 
System, Inc., Toledo, O. In the drive- 
away division, second place was won by 
Hulbert Forwarding Co., Inc., Buffalo, 
N.Y., and third place by Eastern Auto- 
mobile Forwarding Co., Inc., Buffalo. 


1.C.C. Practitioners Organize 


Regional Chapter in Houston 


In the presence of Chairman Arpaia 
and four commissioners of the I.C.C., the 
regional South Texas chapter of the As- 
sociation of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission Practitioners was organized No- 
vember 8 in Houston, Tex. 


The following officers were elected: 
Chairman, F. G. Robinson, traffic man- 
ager of Galveston Wharves, Galveston, 
Tex.; vice-chairman, E. M. Burk, traffic 
manager of Wyatt Metal & Boiler Works, 
Inc., Houston; and secretary-treasurer, 
W. C. Neely, general freight agent of the 
Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co., Hous- 
ton. 


Members of the executive committee 
are: Carl G. Stearns, of the law firm of 
Fulbright-Crooker-Freeman-B ates and 
Jaworski, Houston; Joe G. Fender, at- 
torney, Houston; A. W. Huffman, traffic 
manager of the Reed Roller Bit Co., 
Houston; and Maurice W. Matthews of 
the Continental Oil Co., Houston. 


The installation of officers was con- 
ducted by Commissioner Everett Hutch- 
inson of the I.C.C. at the Shamrock 
Hilton hotel. Commissioner Hutchinson 
commended the organization of the South 
Texas chapter and said that such organ- 
izations were 'a great help to the Com- 
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mission. The new chapter has thirty 
charter members. 

Other Commissioners present were: 
Kenneth H. Tuggle, John H. Winchell 
and Lawrence K. Walrath. 


Household Goods Transport 
In Vans on Rail Cars Begun 
Nov. 16 by North American 


Announcement of a new “piggy- 
back” service for transportation of 
household goods has been made by 
James D. Edgett, president of North 
American Van Lines, Inc., Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 


Movement of household goods vans on 
rail cars would speed service by several 
days between the midwest and eastern 
seaboard, since it would permit consoli- 
dation and immediate shipment of small 
lots, said Mr. Edgett. The “piggyback” 
service would be inaugurated November 
16 between New York and Chicago and 
would operate on a regular weekly 
schedule, he said. 


“Westbound shipments from the New 
York area will be consolidated at a ware- 
house in New York, then packed in a 
van which will be loaded ‘piggyback’ on 
a railroad car” says North American Van 
Lines. “Eastbound shipments will be 
handled in the same way in Chicago. 
At the terminal points, the moving vans 
will be taken off the railway cars and the 
household goods delivered to final des- 
tinations by highway. 

“The new service is designed espe- 
cially for small-load partial-load shippers 
to assure them the same prompt and 
scheduled service which is offered to 
full load shippers. In the past. it fre- 
quently was necessary to hold small ship- 
ments at terminals for additional ton- 
nage to complete a vanload. A shipment 
which weighs between 1,000 and 3,000 
pounds. about one to three rooms of 
the average householder’s furniture, is 
generally considered a small lot ship- 
ment.” 


Mr. Edgett said that “piggyback” serv- 
ice was being offered by other branches 
of the trucking industry, but had not 
previously been used by household goods 
movers. This new method of household 
goods movement was also planned for 
large cities in other areas of the coun- 
try, he said. 





Paperboard Group Informed 
About Rail Rate Proposals 


John C. Albert, general traffic manager 
of the West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co., 
New York City, and chairman of the 
traffic committee of the National Paper- 
board Association, discussed recent 
transportation developments at the As- 
sociation’s annual meeting, which began 
on November 13 in New York City, the 
association reported. 

Mr. Albert told the assembled paper- 
board executives about the recent rail 
applications for increases in rates and for 
higher demurrage charges, both pending 


before the Commission. He also advised 
the group of the filing, in October, of a 
petition by the Fibre Box Association 
requesting the Commission to investigate 
the lawfulness of a rail tariff to ship 
household appliances uncrated in special 
steel racks, and to return the racks, 
without charge, to the point of origin. 
He described that proposal as a backward 
step in modern shipping methods and as 
one which discriminated against fibre 
shipping containers and their users. It 
could oniy result in greater loss and 
damage and higher freight bills to the 
nations’ shippers, which will eventually 
be borne by the consumer, Mr. Albert 
stated. 


Gasoline Tax Urged to Meet 
State Highway Fund Needs 


Members of the Raritan Traffic Club, 
at a meeting in the Roger Smith hotel 
in New Brunswick, N.J., November 13, 
heard Anton K. 
Hagios, executive 
director of the New 
Jersey Citizens 
Highway Commit- 
tee, advocate a one- 
cent a gallon state 
tax on gasoline in 
order to obtain 
state funds for par- 
ticipation in federal 
highway _— projects. 
Mr. Hagios was in- 
troduced to a Ca- 
pacity audience by 
E. T. McGrath, as- 
sistant to the general traffic manager 
of Johnson and Johnson. 

Mr. Hagios said that a cent a gallon 
tax would produce $18,000,000 in New 
Jersey annually, and that for state high- 
way construction in which the federal 
government did not share the cost, the 
state had to provide an additional $10,- 
000,000 a year. The logical answer, he 
said, was to place the cost of building 
roads on the highway users who received 
the benefit from them. 





A. K. Hagios 


Plans to Halt Rise in Cost 
Of Small Shipments Outlined 


William M. Watt, Washington, D.C., 
administrative assistant in the Ameri- 
can Trucking Associations’ traffic de- 
partment, told members of the Western 
North Carolina Traffic Club at a meet- 
ing at the Manor, in Asheville, N.C., on 
November 9, of a “nation-wide program 
to teach carriers and shippers engineered 
methods of halting the growing cost of 
transporting small shipments.” 

Mr. Watt said the program would, in 
effect, be a series of area meetings of 
carriers and shippers throughout the 
country. He added that it would be 
under the auspices of the National Small 
Shippers Conference; two A.T.A. affili- 
ates (the Regular Common Carriers 
Conference and the Common Carriers— 
Irregular Route Conference), and the 
autonomous National Motor Freight 
Traffic Association, Inc. 

“The prolonged research and experi- 
mental instruction which resulted in this 
unique new program cost more than 
$100,000,” Mr. Watt said. “It was impera- 
tive that action be taken to find a means 
of curtailing increasing transport costs 
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in order that small shipment movements 
will not be discouraged.” 


He said that the A.T.A. traffic de. “Tt 
partment was also working on numero § publi 
other projects in order to get at the B tions 
basic roots of cost trends. chan 

“One of those,” he said, “is the analysis § servi 
of the annual reports sent to the Inter. B any 
state Commerce Commission by individ. ‘E 
ual carriers. Every year since 1959 cour 
A.T.A. traffic staff has analyzed th § not 
reports of 700 Class I carriers of genera] and 
freight together with additional dat, § whic 
requested direct from the carrier. both 

“A closely related traffic department § beer 
study is a summary of statistics re. @ tere! 
ported by Class I carriers of gener % 
freight on a quarterly basis because pag § all 1 
experience taught that the previous time two 
lag between incurring of expenses jy & one 
carriers and the analysis of the Overall ® and 
trend was too great.” the! 

Mr. Watt said the quarterly basis pro. & serv 
cedure was proving increasingly valuabk # Rer 
to carriers individually and the industry T 
as a whole in their administrative funy. ) 
tions. ay 

Mr. Watt directed attention to a bow at 
now in initial distribution under th § ino: 
sponorship of the National Motor Freigh; ~ 
Traffic Association which, he said, woul aut 
remove much of the confusion of mote § y 


carrier cost techniques for their account. 
ants. Of considerable importance, als 
he said, was the work of A.T.A.’s freigh: 
claims section in “bringing about to. 
day’s emphasis by carriers on claim pre. 
vention and the tariff simplification pro. 
gram.” 





° ° ex! 
Philadelphia Traffic Pa 
° me 

Managers Hold Election Ba 
P. G. Kraemer, of the Delaware Rive to 
Port Authority, was elected presider De 
of the Commercial Traffic Managers ¢ om 
Philadelphia, at the organization’s an 4 
nual election of officers for 1957, held in th 
the traffic club rooms of the Benjami a 


Franklin hotel in Philadelphia, on No- 
vember 6. 

Other successful candidates were Harr 
Newmiller, traffic consultant, vice-presi- 
dent, and E, O. Heilbrun, of the Budi 
Co., secretary-treasurer. 

Elected members of the board of di: 
rectors were: W. L. Travis, Atlantic Re 
fining Co.; John R. Roeger, Fels & Co. 
Wm. E. Callum, Frank H. Fleer Corpora: 
tion; Leo F. Cannon, Pennsylvania Sal 
Manufacturing Co., and Howard Mac 
— Yale & Towne Manufacturin 

0. 

J. D. Juzaitis, of the Renuzit Hom 
Products Co., retiring president, ar 
nounced that the club’s annual froll 
would be held on December 4 in th 
ballroom of the Benjamin Franklin hoté. 





American Coal Shipping 


To Control Bull Lines 


American Coal Shipping, Inc., the $50- 
million corporation created by coal pro- 
ducers, the United Mine Workers and 
the principal coal-hauling railroads 
acquire ships and promote coal exports, 
and A. H. Bull Steamship Co., have 
reached an agreement for A.C.S. to at- 
quire control of A. H. Bull Steamship Co. 
and its associated companies. 


The announcement was made jointly 
by W. C. Brewer, president of A.C.S., and 
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veme _A. Kiggins, Jr., president of the steam- movement to cement manufacturing 
7 yr company. plants in western Canada.” TRANSPORTATION WEEK 

fic de. “It is important,” they said, “that the _ In its order (No. 90118) instituting the 

umeroy § public and all individuals and organiza- investigation “in the matter of the rates 

at the B tions interested be reassured that no applicable to the movement by rail of : : 
changes in management, personnel or crushed rock for manufacture of cement Of operating encountered by the rail- 

analysi; | services are contemplated as a result of from and to points in western Canada,” way.” Rates on the same basis had 

© Inter. | any change in stock ownership. a case otherwise identified as “file No. been established subsequently on the same 

individ. “pxisting contracts and agreements, of 26786.15,” the board said that the in- goods from Cadomin, Alberta to Bissell, 

1950 the course, will continue in effect and it is quiry would be made “with a view to Alberta, and from Mafeking, Man- 

zed the § not expected that those regular services determining whether such tools violate itoba, to Victoria Plains, Saskatchewan, 

“gener § and other operations of Bull Lines to any provisions of the railway act, or are the board said. It stated that costs of 

al dat, § which the business world and the public, unreasonable,” and with a view to making operating railway service had been rep- 

rr. both in the states and Puerto Rico, have such findings and issuing such order or resented to have increased substantially 

artment § been accustomed will be modified or al- orders, or taking such other action as since the date of the cited 1954 judg- 

tics re. & tered. the board might consider proper. It ment, and that it (the board) had been 

genera] “Bull Lines’ services will continue in named the Canadian National Railways requested to disallow the considered rates 

use pas # all respects as they have previously with 5 respondents to the order. and to prescribe, in lieu thereof, rates 

DUS time | two sailings weekly from New York and In preambles of the order, the board it might find to be just and reasonable. 

nses by one sailing weekly from Philadelphia said that in its judgment dated Novem- The Canadian National was directed by 

> OVeral] M and Baltimore to Puerto Rico. Likewise ber 2, 1954, in “Gypsum Lime and Ala- the board to file with it, within 60 days 
there will be no change in the weekly’ bastine, Canada, Ltd., v. C.N.R.,” 71 from November 7; certain evidence and 

isis pro. M service provided to the Dominican C.R.T.C. 252, it had expressed the opin- data specified in the order, including 

Valuabk §§ Republic.” ion that a rate of 7 cents a 100 pounds “details in respect to the method of 

industry The Federal Maritime Board has ap- 0 crushed rock from Steep Rock Mani- computation and amount of the out-of- 

ve func. proved an application made by A.C.S. toba, to Fort Whyte, Manitoba, was “on pocket cost and the all-inclusive cost” 
to charter 30 Liberty-type vessels from 2 very low level considering the costs for the considered movements. 

) & boot B the government. In the course of hear- 

der th & ings on the application, A.C.S. indicated 

Freight ® that it might be necessary for it to ask 

ry be. authority to charter 50 additional vessels 

ot: B (T.W., Nov. 10, p. 18, and Oct. 6, p. 25). ° ° ° ° 

econ Future Viewed Optimistically at N. & W. 

; freight . 7 e 

out to Rate Prescribed for C.P. Sales-Service Meeting in Columbus, O. 


ion pro- 


Cement Clinker Movement 


The Board of ‘Transport Commis- 
sioners for Canada has disallowed an 
existing carload rate of the Canadian 
Pacific of 12 cents a 100 pounds on ce- 
ment clinker from Exshaw to Clover 


n Bar, Alberta, and has directed the C.P. 
e Rive @ establish, in lieu thereof, effective 
residert @ December 1, a rate of not less than 29 
wers d cents a hundred pounds and thereafter 
n’s an. to maintain such rate on a basis not less 
held i than 62% per cent of the contemporane- 
enjami: je OUS rate from Exshaw to Edmonton, 
on No Alberta. 
The board prescribed the higher rate 
e Harr @ in an order (No. 90119) “in the matter 
e-presi [§ Of the freight rate on cement clinker, 
e Budi @ carloads, from Exshaw to Clover Bar, 
Alberta; the board’s judgment dated 
| of di @ July 10, 1956; the application of the 
tic Re (| Canadian Pacific Railway dated Sep- 
& Co tember 6, 1956, to vary the said judg- 
orpors jm Ment, and the application of the Canada 
ia Sat | Cement Co., Ltd., dated September 24, 
i Mac @ 1956, for rehearing,” a proceeding other- 
turin —— Wise identified as the board’s “file No. 
' &§ 29385.9.” The board said that by its judg- 
- Hom @ Ment of July 10, 1956, it had found that 
it, ar the rate of 12 cents a 100 pounds was 
1 frole @ less than reasonable and had required 
in th @ “he C-P., within 60 days, to submit tariff 
n hote. @ ‘#tisfactory to the board, “failing which 


an order would issue disallowing the 
present rate and prescribing a rate for 
the future.” It said that such a tariff 
had not been submitted and that the 
Canadian Pacific was not in default of 
the judgment. 


In the course of a sales and service 
conference of the Norfolk & Western 
Railway traffic department attended 
by more than 200 men from many 
parts of the United States, Novem- 


ber 8 and 9, in the Deshler-Hilton 
hotel, Columbus, O., Stuart T. Saun- 
ders, executive vice-president of the 
N. & W., told the conferees that “no 
group of men has a more important 


he $50- 
al pro- . , 
rs and} Canadian Board Institutes 
ads : 
xports Crushed Rock Rate Inquiry 
to acef . An investigation has been instituted 
hip Co. by the Board of Transport Commis- 
Sioners for Canada, on its own motion, Examining the schedule of conference sessions at Columbus, O., are (seated) R. H. Smith, president, 
jointly into and concerning “the tools of rail- and F. S. Baird, vice-president, traffic, of the Norfolk & Western, and (standing) G. R. Swisher, 
Ways subject to the jurisdiction of the division freight agent at Columbus and chairman of the committee on arrangements for the conference, 
S., and 


board applying on crushed rock for and (right), Stuart T. Saunders, executive vice-president of the N. & W. 
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part to play in shaping the future of 
the railroads than you who deal in 
sales, services, and rates.” 


Mr. Saunders was the speaker at a 
luncheon on November 8. In the morn- 
ing session that day, F. S. Baird, vice- 
president, traffic, of the N. & W., deliv- 
ered an address of welcome in which 
he pointed to “new challenges, new re- 
sponsibilities, and even added oppor- 
tunities” presented to railroad traffic 
men as a result of present-day develop- 
ments and trends in transportation, in 
production methods and in merchandis- 
ing methods. R. H. Smith, president of 
the N. & W., principal speaker in the 
morning session, reviewed accomplish- 
ments of the railroad and expressed 
optimism as to “the present and prospec- 
tive outlook.” 

N. R. Lehmann, assistant vice-presi- 
dent, traffic, served as moderator during 
an off-the-record panel discussion, after 
Mr. Smith had spoken. The panel mem- 
bers were: W. T. Ross, superintendent 
transportation; F. K. Prosser, general 
coal traffic manager; F. H. Pitman, gen- 
eral freight traffic manager; E. M. Dud- 
ley, freight traffic manager (west); W. C. 
Sawyer, foreign freight traffic manager, 
and E. L. Repass, passenger traffic man- 
ager. 

Research Centers Visited 


A tour of inspection of Norfolk & 
Western terminal facilities at Columbus 
was conducted the afternoon of Novem- 
ber 8. In the afternoon of November 9, 
the N. & W. traffic men visited the Bat- 
telle Memorial Institute, described as the 
world’s largest independent research or- 
ganization and were shown a number of 
research projects in which institute staff 
members were engaged. Personnel from 
the N. & W. coal department visited the 
headquarters of Bituminous Coal Re- 
search, Inc., of the morning of Novem- 
ber 9. 

Speakers on November 9 were C. P. 
Blair, general superintendent, western 
general division; S. S. Hosp, general 


freight traffic manager; C. F. Keeley, 
freight traffic manager, who spoke on 
rates; E. R. Carrico, freight claim agent, 
who discussed freight loss and damage; 
C. E. Pond, general superintendent of 
motive power, and, at a banquet conclud- 
ing the conference, the night of Novem- 
ber 9, Tom Pickett, of Washington, D.C., 
executive vice-president of the National 
Coal Association and former member of 
Congress, from Texas. 

R. F. Dickson, freight traffic manager 
(east) was moderator during an open 
forum, billed as a “brain storming ses- 
sion,” in the course of which various 
officers of the railway answered ques- 
tions addressed to them from the audi- 
ence. R. R. Horner, manager of the 
N. & W. magazine and advertising de- 
partment, and L. E. Ward, Jr., industrial 
and agricultural manager, reported on 
the activities of their respective depart- 
ments. 


In charge of arrangements for the 
meeting was a committee headed by 
G. R. Swisher, division freight agent at 
Columbus, with David H. Williams, C. H. 
Pernter, J. W. Skeen and R. E. Williams 
as the other committee members. 


Changes in Traffic Pattern 


Mr. Baird, in his address of welcome, 
said that the transportation service ac- 
corded to its customers by the N. & W. 
would compare favorably or better with 
that of other railroads and that “de- 
pendable on-time performance continues 
to be the order of the day.” 

“Traffic men nowadays,” he said, “live 
and move and have their being in a 
climate quite different than 20 years 
ago or even 10 years ago. Widespread 
consolidation of industries, coupled with 
widespread dispersion and decentraliza- 
tion of plants, has resulted in significant 
changes in the traffic pattern of the 
nation and in the way industrial traffic 
matters are carried on. To illustrate 
this I need to mention only such out- 
standing examples as the Olin Mathie- 
son Chemical Corporation, principally in 
chemicals, and the Reynolds Metals Co., 
in aluminum. Consequently, the trend 
has been toward large central traffic 
organizations in industry headed by out- 
standing men of eminence in their field, 





A bright outlook for a dark subject—coal—was seen by these men at the banquet which concluded 

a Norfolk & Western sales and service conference in Columbus, O. Left to right: H. C. Wyatt, 

vice-president and general manager of the N. & W.; F. S. Baird, vice-president, traffic, of the 

N. & W.; Tom Pickett, executive vice-president of the National Coal Association, and F. K. Prosser, 
general coal traffic manager of the N. & W. 
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assisted by able specialists and Provided 
with adequate working forces . . . The» 
is also the marked change incident to 
growing competition for the railroads 
from other agencies of transportation in 
the air, on the highways and on the 
waterways. Incidentally I might Mention 
the significant trend toward Private 
transportation, especially on the high. 
ways, which is a matter of great concern 
to the public transportation agencies 
including the railroads, the common ¢gy. 
rier trucks and the contract trucks 
Modern production methods, where the 
tendency is to regard the transportation 
agencies as assembly lines, and modem 
merchandising methods, where the teng. 
ency is toward quick turn-overs an 
small inventories, also play their part, 
All this has resulted in challenges t 
railroad traffic men, new responsibilitix 
and even added opportunities. 


Need for ‘New Concepts’ 


“All these things dictate the solid neg 
of new and improved concepts and tech. 
niques on the part of railroad trafir 
men to keep pace with their industria 
and competitor counterparts and to ai- 
just themselves to their own responsibi)- 
ities and opportunities in their ow 
areas.” 

After commending the interest he saii 
the men in the N. & W. traffic depart. 
ment were showing in educational proj. 
ects, Mr. Baird called attention to th 
recent annual meeting of the American 
Society of Traffic and Transportation 
That meeting, he said, had as its sok 
theme the building of people and the 
development of leadership for the future 
in transportation and traffic manage. 
ment in both industry and transports- 
tion.” 

“Quite a complete report of the mee- 
ing,” he added, “is carried in the Sep- 
tember 29 issue of TRAFFIC WoRLD, begil- 
ning on page 27, and I commend a study 
of it by each of our traffic men in th 
event that has not already been done’ 


President Smith on Coal Outlook 


President Smith reviewed, in his at 
dress, some of the history of the N. & V, 
and then proceeded to describe pla 
improvements the railroad was makim 
At the new coal classification yard i 
Portsmouth, O., he said, there was a née 
electric switching machine which aut 
matically controlled car movements. Ff 
regarded steel industry demands ani 
electric power industry ‘demands f# 
coal, together with increased coal expqt 
requirements, as indicators of more cal 
traffic for the N. & W. He said that the 
Tennessee Valley Authority was n@ 
developing more power from coal-firtl 
steam power than from the T.V.A. dams. 
The volume of N. & W. traffic other tha 
coal also was showing “a most encourag- 
ing trend,” he stated. He mentions 
several new industries located on N. & W. 
lines. 

In his address at the luncheon on No 
vember 8, Mr. Saunders referred to 
prediction that within the next 10 years 
the railroads would be handling mare 
than 850 billion ton-miles of traffic al- 
nually, or 38 per cent more than the 
1955 total of 624 billion ton-miles. 

“If the business of the nation’s rail 
roads increased by 38 per cent during 
that time,” he said, “then -we on the 
Norfolk & Western should not be satis- 
fied with less than an increase of # 
least 50 per cent. ... We have a great 
area to offer our nation’s industries, and 
if we do our job well, we can make this 
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region one of the great industrial sec- 
tions of the country .. B 


Railroads and Need for Money 


Mr. Saunders said that American 
railroads, in the face of such prospective 
increases in freight traffic, must put their 
equipment and facilities in order so as 
to obtain “their share,” but that this 
program would require “money, and lots 
of it,” and that “the pressing question 
is how the railroads can get the money 
to meet even their minimum capital 
needs.” He suggested that steps which 
would “go a long way” toward solution 
of the railroads’ financial problem would 
be: “(1) The relaxation of the regula- 
tory restrictions which are depriving the 
railroads of their right to fix rates with- 
in certain recognized limits; (2) a rea- 
sonable increase in the general level of 
their rates and charges, and (3) con- 
tinuing progress in improving the effi- 
ciency of railroad operations.” 

Ways must be found to get more miles 
per day out of freight cars, said Mr. 
Saunders, adding: 

“At present, the national average 
freight car turnaround is about 16 days. 
If we could save one day, that would 
be equal to finding suddenly 100,000 
freight cars. And, at $8,000 each, that is 
$800 million. The railroads have made 
practically no progress in increasing their 
average daily freight car mileage. In fact, 
the average was lower in 1955 than it 
was in 1947. I know that there are cer- 
tain factors to be taken into account, 
but, nevertheless, there is still room for 
improvement. The shippers can be of 
great assistance here... . 


‘Hard, Cold Prospect’ 


“What contributions then can you, as 
traffic officers, make to the achievement 
of this program for tomorrow’s railroads? 
At this juncture, one of the most impor- 
tant functions that you can perform is 
to inform the shipping public of the ur- 
gent need of the railroads for increased 
earnings. You can point out the splendid 
job which they have done in meeting 
inflationary forces. You should also con- 
sider with them what the alternative 
is. The railroads of this country cannof 
continue to operate indefinitely as private 
enterprises under our present rate struc- 
ture and our present system of regulatory 
control. Under such conditions, govern- 
ment ownership seems inevitable. This 
is a hard, cold prospect which shippers 
cannot ignore... .” 


_ Mr. Blair told the conferees, the morn- 
ing of November 9, that the N. & W. was 
“geared for mass transportation” and 
that “it takes volume to make it work.” 
He included the following in a review 
of the 1955 performance of the N. & W.: 

“The total freight traffic handled in 
1955 increased to more than 38% billion 
gross ton-miles. The net tons per loaded 
car mile increased from 48.3 in 1954 to 
50.6 in 1955. This was substantially above 
agg net tons for all Class I rail- 
Oads. .., 


“The gross ton miles per train hour 
increased from 172,670 in 1954 to 17,547 
in 1955—an all-time record for your rail- 
road and surpassed only by one other 
American railroad of comparable or 
greater length—the Union Pacific beat 
us very slightly with a figure of 177,736 
gross ton-miles per train hour. Inci- 
dentally, back in 1923 .. . our figure of 
gross ton-miles per train hour was 23,243. 


“In 1955 your railroad, while ranking 
twenty-eighth in mileage among Class 


















































































I railroads, ranked fourteenth in total 
operating revenue and eleventh in total 
gross ton-miles. .. .” 


Qualifications for Success 


Mr. Hosp included in his remarks the 
following “important qualities for suc- 
cess” in the railway’s sales and service 
department: 

“(1) A natural, outgoing friendliness 
that comes from interest in others. A 
successful salesman must understand and 
have a warm liking for all kinds of peo- 
ple. This certainly makes for a good 
start. 

“(2) Ability to cooperate is important. 
This is a matter of teamwork. Not very 
often is one man by himself able to 
corral all the business. 

“(3) Leadership. The man who has 
the knack of organizing and getting re- 
sults from others is gifted in the right 
direction. 

“(4) Initiative. The young man who 
has imagination, plans ahead and as- 
sumes responsibility. A man with a 
program. 

“(5) Common sense. Good common 
sense and the understanding and liking 
of fellow man makes for a good batting 
average that means success. 

“(6) Last but not least, loyal to the 
company you work for.” 


Rolling Stock Situation 


The present supply of rolling stock, 
plans for construction of new transporta- 
tion equipment, and maintenance ac- 
tivities on the N. & W. were discussed 
by Mr. Pond in his talk at the lunch- 
eon on November 9. He said that the 
58,238 freight cars owned by the rail- 
road and costing a total of $203,953,409 
represented 73 per cent of the total in- 
vestment in equipment and that the 450 
locomotives represented 19.3 per cent of 
that investment. Of the freight cars 
owned, he said, 48,143 were coal cars. 
The N. & W. had current orders amount- 
ing to $38,433,700 for new freight cars, 
and the cars on order included 525 box 
cars, he stated. He reported that the 
N. & W. had maintained bad order cars 
at about 1 per cent of ownership. 

The N. & W.’s steam turbine-electric 
locomotive, nicknamed the “John Henry,” 
Mr. Pond said, was still “assigned to 
pusher service over Blue Ridge Moun- 
tain.” He added that its fuel efficiency 
was good but that its dependability 
“leaves something to be desired.” Ex- 
perimental work on a coal-fired gas tur- 
bine was still being carried on at Dun- 
kirk, N.Y., by the locomotive develop- 
ment committee of Bituminous Coal Re- 
search, he said. 

“Faced with these facts,” he added, 
“we had no other alternative but to pur- 
chase diesel locomotives in the interim 
period. We are assigning these units 
principally to branch line operation... . 
At the present time we have 50 units 
in service and 63 on order.” 

At the banquet the night of November 
9, which was attended by about 100 ship- 
per representatives in addition to the 
N. & W. traffic men, Mr. Pickett was in- 
troduced by H. C. Wyatt, vice-president 
and general manager of the N. & W. 

Mr. Pickett made a forecast of legisla- 
tive activity in the Eighty-fifth Congress 
which would be of concern to the coal 
industry and said, in the course of that 
discussion, that repeal of the tax on 
transportation of coal would be “good for 
transportation and for us.” He said that 
the coal industry had suffered the con- 
sequences of “inroads by oil and gas,” 
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but that he could now see “a few bright 
spots on the horizon” and a “good fu- 
ture for coal and for the railroad indus- 
try.” There was ample reason, he said, 
to believe that “coal has no place to go 
but up.” 


Farmer ‘Co-Op’ Transport 
Group Issues Agenda for 
Meeting in Kansas City 


Proposed changes in the interstate 
commerce act sponsored by the 
railroads and the agricultural com- 
modity exemption in section 203(b) 
(6) of the act are listed among the 
major topics to be discussed at the 
eleventh annual meeting of the Na- 
tional Agricultural Cooperative 
Transportation Committee of the 
National Council of Farmer Coopera- 
tives to be held in the Hotel Muehle- 
bach, Kansas City, Mo., on November 
29 and 30. 


On the first day of the meeting Harry 
J. Breithaupt, Jr., general attorney for 
the Association of American Railroads, 
Washington, D.C., will give the railroad 
position on the “three shall-nots.” These 
were the changes which the railroads 
suggested in the course of hearings on 
the bills based on the Weeks committee 
report before the transportation and 
communications subcommittee of the 
House committee on interstate and for- 
eign commerce. 

The railroads indicated that changes 
in the national transportation policy, 
and some of the other amendments to 
the act proposed by the committee would 
not be required if Congress would write 
the three “shall-nots” into the act. They 
recommended that the act be amended 
so that the Commission, in determining 
the reasonableness of rates, should not 
consider their effect on rates of other 
modes of transportation, their relation 
to the rates of other modes of transpor- 
tation, or whether the rates were below 
the level to meet competition. 

On the afternoon of the first day the 
motor carrier position on the railroads’ 
proposals will be voiced by James F. 
Pinkney, general counsel of the Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

The first day’s session will open with 
a description of the organization and 
operation of the I.C.C. by Lee J. Quasey, 
commerce counsel for the National Live- 
stock Producers Association, Chicago. 


Other Subjects to Be Discussed 


Following Mr. Pinkney’s statement in 
the afternoon, Karl D. Loos, an attorney, 
of Washington, D.C., will discuss recent 
developments concerning railroad pas- 
senger train deficits, and Durward Seals, 
traffic manager for the United Fresh 
Fruit and Vegetable Association, will 
discuss “The Present and Future of 
Trip-Leasing.” 

Walter D. Matson, formerly commerce 
counsel in the office of the general coun- 
sel of the Department of Agriculture, 
will then review recent cases affecting 
the agricultural commodities exemption, 
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and Mr. Pinkney will give the views of 
the regulated trucking industry on the 
agricultural commodities exemption. 


On the morning of the second day 
of the meeting, Dale H. Janssen, assist- 
ant traffic manager of the Missouri 
Farmers Association, Inc., Columbia, Mo., 
will discuss “Proposals for Assessment 
of Tolls and User Charges on the Inland 
Waterways.” 


Car supply problems, demurrage and 
per diem will be the subject of an ad- 
dress at the morning session by A. J. 
Deuel, coordinator of transportation, 
Eastern States Farmers’ Exchange, Inc., 
Buffalo, N.Y. 


L. James Harmanson, Jr., general 
counsel for the National Council of 
Farmers Cooperatives, will then give the 
staff report, to be followed by a panel 
which has been assigned the subject: 
“Does the Agricultural Commodities Ex- 
emption Need Clarification or Change 
in the Light of Recent Court Decisions, 
and If So, How?” The panel modera- 
tor will be George E. Vawter, traffic 
manager of Sun Maid Raisin Growers 
California, Fresno. Panel members will 
be John W. Burks, assistant general 
traffic manager of National Grape Co- 
operative Association, Inc., Westfield, 
N.Y.; C. B. FunderBurk, treasurer of 
The Cotton Producers Association, At- 
lanta, Ga.; C. Ward Milton, traffic man- 
ager of the Farmers Union Grain Ter- 
minal Association, St. Paul, Minn.; Gor- 
don Stedman, secretary-manager of the 
Growers and Shippers League of Florida, 
Orlando, and Matt Triggs, assistant leg- 
islative director of the American Farm 
Bureau Federation, Washington, D.C. 


Executive Session and Banquet 


There will be an executive session for 
members of committee and other repre- 
sentatives of Council members, as well 
as other representatives of agricultural 
cooperatives or farm groups who may 
desire to attend. This will take place 
in the afternoon of the second day. The 
secretary’s report will be given at that 
time, together with reports from regional 
committees, reports from special commit- 
tees, and resolutions and other policy 
recommendations will be considered. 


The annual banquet will take place 
on the evening of November 29 with 
Ernest G. Spivey, assistant general man- 
ager of Mississippi Federated Coopera- 
tives, Jackson, Miss., and chairman of 
the transportation committee, presiding. 


Ontario Motor Transport 
Group to Meet Nov. 19-20 


In connection with the thirtieth an- 
nual convention of the Automotive 
Transport Association of Ontario, Inc.. 
to be held at the Royal York Hotel, 
Toronto, November 19 and 20, the as- 
sociation will conduct its tenth annual 
national truck roadeo championships. 


The two-day program will open with 
a@ breakfast meeting of the association’s 
directors on November 19 to be followed 
by the annual meeting of the freight 
claims bureau, a session of the manu- 
facturers and suppliers council and a 
meeting of the Extra-Provincial Carriers 
Conference at which John Magee, rep- 


resenting the Canadian Trucking As- 
sociations, will make an appraisal of 
Canadian industry. 


The speaker at the luncheon on the 
first day of the meeting will be S. H. S. 
Hughes, chairman of the Ontario High- 
way Transport Board. 


The afternoon of the first day will 
be given over to a general forum on 
safety, noise control and _ accident 
prevention, with the roadeo finals to 
be held that evening. 


On the second day of the meeting the 
livestock transporters, the private car- 
riers and the furniture movers will hold 
separate meetings. There will also be 
an accounting conference at which the 
results of the first annual Ontario truck 
survey will be reported by G. A. Wagdin, 
director, public finance and transporta- 
tion division, Dominion Bureau of Statis- 
tics, Ottawa, Ont. Marvin Osborn, 
president of the Accounting and Statis- 
tical Society, and an official of the Grand 
Rapids Motor Express, Inc., Grand 
Rapids, Mich., will speak on “The Forma- 
tion of a Motor Transport Accounting 
Society.” 


The morning session will be completed 
by an industrial relations forum. The 
“roadeo appreciation luncheon” will fol- 
low. In the afternoon of November 20, 
C. Hartley Brown, director, P.C.V. divi- 
sion, Motor Vehicles Branch, Department 
of Highways, will give a “Report on 
P.C.V. Enforcement,” to be followed by 
a@ special report of J. O. Goodman, gen- 
eral manager of the association, on toll 
roads and ton-mile taxes. After the 
annual reports of the officers are pre- 
sented, new directors of the association 
will be elected. The meeting will close 
with the annual banquet at which a 
humorous speaker will entertain the 
guests through the courtesy of Trail- 
mobile Canada, Ltd. 





A.F.L.-C.1.0. Air Safety 


Legislative Group Formed 


George Meany, president of the A.F.L.- 
C.I.0., announced November 7 the forma- 
tion of the A.FI.-CI.O. aviation 
legislative committee, “to seek federal 
legislation for a disaster-free air trans- 
port system.” 


The committee will be composed of the 
following unions and departments: Air 
Line Pilots Association; Air Line Dis- 
patchers Association; Automobile, Air- 
craft and Agricultural Workers; Brother- 
hood of Railway Clerks; Flight Engineers 
International Association; International 
Association of Machinists; Transport 
Workers Union (Air Transport Division) ; 
Industrial Union Department (AF L.- 
C.1.0.), and Department of Legislation 
(AF .L.-C.1.0.). 

The AF L.-C.1.0. aviation legislative 
committee chose the following officers: 
Chairman, Larry Cates, Air Line Pilots 
Association; vice-chairman, Frank Heis- 
ler, international association of machin- 
ists, and secretary, Frank A. O’Connell, 
Transport Workers Union. 

“Complexities and problems involving 
the civil aviation industry have caused 
these unions to close ranks to coordi- 
nate efforts to promote even greater pub- 
lic safety,” said Mr. Meany, in sum- 
marizing a statement prepared by the 
aviation legislative committee of the 
A.F.L.-C.1.0. 

“Air space is becoming more crowded 
daily, as dramatized by the June 30 
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Material Handling Institute 


Meeting Plans Announced 


The Material Handling Institute hg 
announced that its annual meeting wil 
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Board of Directors will meet on Decen- 
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companies operating as common carriers 
in Sweden. 

The visit was arranged with the co- 
operation of the American Trucking 
Associations and included inspection 
tours of the Geo. F. Alger Co., the Dodge 
Division of Chrysler Corporation, Gen- 
eral Motors truck and auto plants, Ford 
Motor Co. plants and Thomas Good- 
fellow, Inc., in the Detroit area; Inter- 
national Harvester Co., in Buffalo, N.Y.; 
the United States Trucking Corporation, 
and the United Parcel Service in New 
York: and the Terminal Cartage Co., in 
Newark, NJ. 


‘Mobile Reefers,’ Dry Ice 
Bunkers Used in Tests to 
Haul Perishables Speedily 


A new method of fast, long-dis- 
tance hauling of perishables has 
just been developed and tested with 
the cooperation of George A. Hormel 
& Co., North American Car Corpora- 
tion, Clark Equipment Co., Pure Car- 
bonic Co., and Foster-Built Bunkers, 
Inc., according to the last-named 
corporation, which has its head- 
quarters in Chicago. 


“The new, fast-hauling operation,” the 
Foster-Built corporation says, “requires 
a specially-adapted railroad car, built by 
North American Car Corporation, which 
holds four mobile reefers equipped with 
Foster-Built dry ice bunkers, packed with 
dry ice furnished by Pure Carbonic Co.” 

One of those dry ice bunkers, the 
Foster-Built “Cold Shot,” is shown over- 
head, at the right, in the photograph of 
the loading of meat into a “mobile 
reefer.” The “Cold-Shot,” according to 
its manufacturer, weighs 52 pounds, is 
only 57 inches long, and has a capacity 
of 200 pounds. 


Pre-Packing of Perishables 


The main feature of the new delivery 
system, according to the Foster-Built 
corporation, is that perishables can be 
pre-packed for a specific delivery route 
at the packing plant and held in the 
original refrigeration units at a constant 
temperature until delivery at the stores. 
This is made possible by Foster-Built dry 
ice bunkers which insure even, proper 
cold temperatures for prolonged periods 
of time. These bunkers are equipped with 
blowers that force the air over the dry 
ice twice and then circulate the chilled 
air evenly throughout the interior of the 
reefer. 

“Among the important factors in select- 
ing dry-ice bunkers was the safety mar- 
gin provided. The cars are, of course, un- 
attended during rail shipment; however, 
in the event of a power failure the Foster- 
Built dry ice bunkers would still radiate 
enough cold air to protect the cargo to 
its rail destination ... 

“The reefers are held in place by a 
Special locking device developed by Clark 
Equipment Co., which makes it possible 
for the reefers to be lifted onto the 
railroad car and locked in place—or un- 
locked and unloaded—by one man oper- 
ating a forklift truck. Each of the four 
mobile reefers is transferred from the 
railroad car to a waiting truck, also 
equipped with the locking mechanism, 
and delivered to a retail route. Thus, 
the refrigerated units are not opened 


from the time they leave the packing 
plant until the time they arrive at the 
retail stores. 


“The first of these experiments took 
place from the Hormel Packing Co. at 
Austin, Minn., to Chicago. The flat car 
left Austin at noon and arrived in Chi- 
cago the following morning. Within 30 


minutes, the four mobile reefers, each 
holding 10,000 pounds of meat, were 
transferred to trucks and on their way 
to a scheduled sequence of stores. In 
the customary transfer of product from 
refrigerator car to truck, the time re- 
quired is from two to four hours... .” 


San Francisco Port Officials 


To Attend Trade Convention 


The Port of San Francisco says it plans 
to concentrate its trade development 
staff in New York City to confer with 
executives of United States manufactur- 
ing and shipping firms at the national 
Foreign Trade Convention, November 26 
to 28. 


According to the announcement, James 
Campbell, superintendent of foreign trade 
Zone No. 3, and Don. E. DeLone, public 
relations director for the State Harbor 
Board, will join the port’s regional sales 
managers at the convention. Headquar- 
ters will be maintained at the Waldorf- 
Astoria hotel during the _ three-day 
meeting. 

“Attending from the port’s offices in 
New York City will be O. W. Tuckwood, 
eastern regional manager; from Wash- 
ington, D.C., Col. Thomas J. Weed, re- 
gional manager; and from Chicago, Law- 
rence T. Waidell, midwest regional man- 
ager,’ said the announcement. 


1.C.C. ‘Monthly Comment’ 
Index for 1950-55 Issued 


The Commission, Bureau of Transport 
Economics and Statistics, has issued a 
31-page alphabetical subject index of its 
“Monthly Comment on Transportation 
Statistics and Transport Economics, 1950- 
1955,” covering the items which have ap- 
peared in the “Monthly Comment on 
Transportation Statistics,” from Janu- 
ary, 1950, through April, 1955, and in 
“Transport Economics” from May, 1955, 
through December 1955, except monthly 
articles designated “Revenues and ex- 
penses of Class I line-haul (steam) rail- 
ways,” and “Railway freight and pas- 
senger traffic. 

“Much of the statistics have been pub- 


41 


| TRANSPORTATION WEEK 


lished in expanded and final form in 
other publications of the Commission, 
such as Statistics of Railways of the 
United States. Statistics of Class I 
Motor Carriers, and similar annual com- 
pilations through 1953, and Transport 
Statistics in the United States for 1954 


and 1955,” according to a foreword to 
the index. 


Indexes would be published for each 
calendar year in the future, the state- 
ment said. 


A.T.A. Operations Council 
Publishes Training Guides 


Three training guides covering pickup 
and delivery service, dock operations 
and line-haul operations have been 
completed and are now available for 
purchase, the Operations Council of the 
American Trucking Associations has an- 
nounced. 


The council said the training guides 
were adaptable to any trucking com- 
pany’s operations, were available from 
the council in loose-leaf form, and pro- 
vided a comprehensive manual for 
driver and dock operation training. It 
said the guides were prepared under 
the direction of R. J. Earhardt, director 
of industrial relations for McLean 
Trucking Co., of Winston-Salem, N.C., 
and were based on actual experiences of 
various leading trucking companies. 
James W. Boyer, executive secretary of 
the council, said the set of guides was 
priced at $10 but that council members 
could obtain them at a discount of 25 
per cent. 


Woman Is Van Line Consultant 


L. A. Larimore, executive vice-president and 
general manager of United Van Lines, congratu- 
lates Mrs. Bette Somers Malone, shortly after 
having announced her appointment as a moving 
consultant, to ‘put the woman’s touch into 
United’s service.’ In announcing the appoint- 
ment, at the tenth annual convention of United 
Van Lines, in St. Louis, Mo., attended by more 
than 350 United agents, Mr. Larimore said that 
Mrs. Malone, ‘as the only moving consultant in 
the industry,’ would offer professional advice 
and services on moving problems. He said she 
would provide to housewives instructions on how 
to pack different items for safe transit and 
how the family could set up in its new home 
promptly with a minimum of effort and delay. 

























































INTERSTATE 
COMMISSION NEWS 





Decisions 





New York Central Railroad's Substituted 


Motor Rights Over Entire System Approved 


Commission, Division 1, Authorizes Substituted Service, With ‘Key-Point’ 
And Other Restrictions to Protect Existing Truck Lines, Over 46 Routes. 
Possibility of Saving $600,000 a Year and Releasing 2,600 Box Cars Seen. 


The New York Central Railroad 
Co. has been authorized by the Com- 
mission, division 1, to substitute 
motor carrier service for rail service 
over 46 regular and alternate routes 
between specified points in Massa- 
chusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, and Illinois 
under a proposal described as making 
possible a substituted service to vir- 
tually every point which is a station 
on the Central’s rail system, a saving 
to the railroad of approximately 
$600,000 annually in out-of-pocket 
costs, and the release of approxi- 
mately 2,600 box cars for “more ef- 
fective service.” 


The Commission observed that the 
Central had already obtained authority 
to provide substituted service along its 
rail lines in its “Big Four District,” and 
along those in its “Lines West District.” 

By its report and order issued in MC- 
67916, Sub. 14, The New York Central 
Railroad Co., Extension—Lines East, 
the Commission approved issuance of a 
certificate to the railroad covering the 
eastern lines’ operation, which would 
include service to intermediate and off- 
route points, with the conditions that 
the motor service would be limited to 
service auxiliary to, or supplemental of, 
rail service; that the applicant would 
not serve as a motor carrier any point 
not a station on its rail lines, and with 
the designation of 20 “key-point” re- 
strictions. 

With the restrictions imposed, the 
Commission said, the authority granted 
should permit a reasonable degree of 
flexibility in accomplishing service im- 
provements and economies. 


Protection for Existing Truck Lines 

“At the same time,” it continued, “the 
restrictions imposed should afford a 
reasonable measure of protection to the 
existing motor carriers from the wide- 
open competitive potential which an op- 
eration of this size would otherwise en- 
tail.” 

The Central’s certificate, insofar as it 
authorized the transportation of dan- 
gerous explosives, was limited in point 
of time to a period of five years from its 
effective date, in accord with the policy 
established by the Commission in Riss 


& Co., Inc. 
M.C.C. 299. 


The Commission said there was no 
justification for the railroad’s proposal 
that an alternate route be granted that 
would partially by-pass Adrian, Mich. 
It added, however, that the passenger 
train situation in that area was such that 
the railroad’s plea to except Railway 
Express Agency traffic from the appli- 
cation of the Adrian key-point was well 
taken. It said that an appropriate modi- 
fication would be made in the authority 
granted. 


With the aforementioned modification 
with respect to express traffic in the 
Adrian area, the Commission said, it 
agreed with the conclusions reached by 
Examiner R. Edwin Brady in his rec- 
ommended report in the proceeding 
(T.W., May 26, p. 17). It said it found 
the statements in the examiner’s report 
to be accurate and “we adopt such state- 
ment as our own.” 


L.C.C, Findings 


Text of the Commission’s findings fol- 
low: 

“We find that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity require 
operation by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
except household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk in tank 
vehicles, and motor vehicles when trans- 
ported in special equipment, (a) between 
the points and over the 46 regular and 
alternate routes specified and serving the 
intermediate and off-route points in the 
manner described in the appendix hereto, 
with all routes authorized being subject 
to the following conditions: 


“(1) The service by motor vehicle to be 
performed by applicant shall be limited 
to service which is auxiliary to, or sup- 
plemental of, its rail service. 

“(2) Applicant shall not serve any 
point not a station on its rail lines. 


Extension—Explosives, 64 


Key-Point Restrictions 
“(3) No shipment shall be transported 
by applicant as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle between any of the fol- 
lowing points, or through or to or from 
more than one of said points: Boston, 





See Late News, Pages 17, 18 
and 20 for other I.C.C. action. 





Worcester, and Springfield, Mass., Jersey 
City, NJ., New York, Albany, Utica 
Syracuse, Rochester, and Buffalo, NY. 
Lock Haven, Pa., Toledo and Bryan, Ohio 
Detroit, Jackson and Adrian, Mich. (with 
Adrian not applying to Railway Exprey 
shipments), Elkhart, Ind.-Niles, Mich 
(considered as one, but not restricting 
against the transportation of traffic tp 
or from Niles), Chicago, IIl., Chatham, 
N.Y. (applying only to shipments which 
move over Route No. 1 in connectig 
with movements over applicant’s routs 
south of Chatham, but not applying tp 
Railway Express shipments), and King; 
ton, N.Y. (applying only to shipments 
which move over Route No. 31 in con. 
nection with movements over other of 
applicant’s routes, but not applying w 
Railway Express shipments), and sub 
ject to the restriction that the route 
authorized herein which generally ar 
parallel or adjacent to those upon which 
the key points of Albany, Utica, Syracuse 
Rochester, and Buffalo, N.Y., are located 
may not be used to by-pass such key 
points so as to defeat the purpose thereof, 

“(4) Such further conditions as the 
Commission in the future may fin 
necessary to impose in order to restritt 
applicant’s operations by motor vehice 
to service which is auxiliary to, or sup 
plemental of, rail service. 


“We further find that applicant 5 
fit, willing. and able properly to perforn 
such service and to conform to the re 
quirements of the interstate commere 
act and our rules and regulations there 
under; that a certificate authorizix 
such operation should be granted, sub 
ject, however, to the condition that saii 
certificate, insofar as it authorizes th 
transportation of dangerous explosive, 
shall be limited in point of time tos 
period expiring five years from the effe- 
tive date thereof; and that the appl: 


cation in all other respects should bk 
denied. 


“Upon compliance by applicant will 
the requirements of sections 215 and 2] 
of the act and with our rules and reguli- 
tions thereunder, an appropriate ce- 
tificate will be issued. An order will k 
entered denying the application except 
to the extent granted herein.” 


N.Y.C. Routes Authorized 


In an appendix under the heading of 
“Routes Sought and Granted,” the Con- 
mission detailed the 46 routes authorized 
for the N.Y.C.’s substituted service, sé- 
ting forth the highways to be traversed, 
and, except in two instances, specifying 
service at all intermediate points that 
were stations on the Central’s rail lines, 
and at certain off-route points. 

The routes, by numbers as shown in the 
appendix, with the terminal points only 
specified, are as follows: (1) Between 
Albany, N.Y., and Springfield, Mass, 
(2) between Springfield and Worcés- 


ter, Mass.; (3) between Worcester and 
Boston, Mass.; (4, 5, 6, and 7) between 
Buffalo and Rochester, N.Y.; (8, 9, and 
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10) between Rochester and Syracuse, 
N.Y.; (11) between Syracuse and Water- 
town, N.Y.; (12) between Syracuse and 
Utica, N.Y.; (13) between Syracuse and 
Corning, N.Y.; (14) between Corning, 
N.Y., and Jersey Shore, Pa. 


(15) Between Linden and Clearfield, 
Pa.; (16) between Clearfield and Clymer, 
Pa.: (17) between Watertown and Roose- 
veltown, N.Y.; (18) between Watertown, 
N.Y., and junction of New York High- 
way 87 with US. Highway 11; (19 and 
90) between Utica and Watertown, N.Y.; 
(21) between Utica and Thendara, N.Y.; 
(92) between Constable and Tupper Lake, 
N.Y.; (23 and 24 between Utica and Al- 
pany, N.Y.; (25) between Albany and 
Poughkeepsie, N.Y.; (26) between Pough- 
keepsie and New York, N.Y.; (27) be- 
tween Albany and Kingston, N.Y.; (28) 
between Albany and Poughkeepsie, N.Y.; 
(29) between Poughkeepsie and New 
York, N.Y. 


(30) Between Kingston, N.Y., and 
Jersey City, N.J.; (31) between Kings- 
ton and Utica, N.Y.; (32) between 
Kingston and Newburgh, N.Y.; (33) 
between Benson Mines and Tupper Lake, 
N.Y., over New York Highway 3, serv- 
ing no intermediate points. 


(34) Between Jackson, Mich., and 
Elkhart, Ind.; (35) between Jackson 
and Grand Rapids, Mich.; (36) (a) be- 
tween Jackson, Mich., and Bryan, O., 
(b) between Waterloo, Ind., and Cold- 
water, Mich. and (c) between junc- 
tion of U.S. Highway 27 with Indiana 
Highway 120 and junction of U.S. High- 
way 112 with U.S. Highway 127; (37) 
between Jackson, Mich., and Elkhart, 
Ind.; (38) between Jackson and Detroit, 
Mich.; (39) between Elkhart and Mid- 
dlebury, Ind.; (40) between Elkhart, 
Ind., and Joliet, Til. 


(41) Between Toledo, O., and Mon- 
roe, Mich.; (42) between Jackson and 
Bay City, Mich.; (43) between Detroit, 
Mich., and Toledo, O.; (44) between De- 
troit and Midland, Mich.; (45) between 
Bay City and Mackinaw City, Mich. 
and (46) between Alvordton, O., and 
Angola, Ind., over U.S. Highway 20, as 
an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving no intermediate 
points. 


Discussion and Conclusions’ 


“Although the specific issues which re- 
main alive in this proceeding have been 
narrowed substantially by the conditions 
and key-points recommended by the ex- 
aminer,” the Commission said, in its 
‘discussion and conclusions,’ “the parties 
have pressed a number of general ob- 
jections which require a brief discussion 
of the principles which underlie the grant 
of substituted service operations. 


“As stated by the examiner, we have 
consistently found in cases too numerous 
to cite that public convenience and ne- 
cessity require the issuance of substituted 
service authority to the railroads for the 
purpose of replacing uneconomical ped- 
dler cars in which L.C.L. freight is re- 
quired to be handled in volumes and on 
schedules insufficient to warrant a prof- 
itable and reasonably satisfactory service 
by rail. The reduction in railway op- 
erating costs and the increase in effici- 
ency of the resulting transportation serv- 
ice enure to the benefit of the public 
and the carrier and are responsive to 
the public demand and need. The re- 
lease of the inefficiently used boxcars 
likewise makes its contribution toward 


alleviating the persistent boxcar short- 
age, 


“There can be no doubt in this pro- 
ceeding that applicant’s proposal which 
will result in a more efficient service, 
which will save the railroad some $600,- 
000 annually in out-of-pocket costs, and 
which will release some 2,600 boxcars 
for more effective service meets the 
tests which this Commission has found 
requisite to a grant of appropriately 
restricted substituted service authority. 


“In granting such authority in the face 
of reasonably adequate motor carrier 
service we have made a practice of im- 
posing certain conditions designed to 
maintain the railroad entry into the 
motor carrier field in a status which is 
auxiliary to, and supplemental of, the rail 
service for which it was to be a sub- 
stitute. Aside from the general restric- 
tions to service at rail points and the 
reserved right to impose future modifica- 
tions or restrictions on the authority is- 
sued, the degree of operational flexibility 
has been controlled specifically by two 
types of conditions, one requiring that 
shipments so transported have an im- 
mediately prior or subsequent movement 
by railroad and the other requiring that 
key points be established at strategical- 
ly located points between which traffic 
moves in sufficient volume to warrant 
movement and concentration by rail car. 


“These two conditions have been used 
alternatively to supply the needed re- 
striction depending upon which would 
most suitably accomplish the basic ob- 
jectives in a given case. They were not 
designed to be applied concurrently over 
the whole of a railroad’s substituted 
service routes. 


Use of Key-Point Conditions 

“In recent years the key-point form 
of condition has been utilized in most 
instances because the terms of the former 
condition have made it necessary for the 
railroads to continue their peddler-car 
service at smaller points on either side 
of the boundary line between two states 
in order to afford such interstate traffic 
the prior or subsequent rail haul re- 
quired. This was found to seriously limit 
the benefits, economy, and efficiency of 
service which the substitution of trucks 
was intended to produce. Despite the 
position of some of the protestants, a 
prior or subsequent rail haul condi- 
tion would not be appropriate on the 
type of operation involved herein. 

“We shall next discuss the key points 
which were the subject of specific ex- 
ceptions by the parties. The recom- 
mended key points of Worcester, Mass., 
Bryan, O., and Adrian, Mich., despite 
applicant’s opposition thereto, are points 
which, for one or more reasons, are 
strategically important to the applicant, 
to the protesting motor carriers, or to 
both. 

Worcester, Mass. 


“Worcester is the third largest city 
in New England and is a point of sub- 
stantial industrial, rail, and trucking 
importance. Although applicant has no 
plan to use this city as a concentration 
point for L.C.L. traffic, the evidence 
establishes that a substantial daily vol- 
ume of interstate or foreign traffic moves 
to and from Worcester and points along 
the primary routes. Applicant has not 
established that frequent merchandise- 
car operations at this point would be 
impracticable and it should be restricted 
against possible wide-open competition 
which it would be free to institute as 
to interstate or foreign export-import 
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traffic to or from Boston as well as in- 
terstate service to or from other points. 


Bryan, O. 

“Bryan, O., though not important as 
@ rail point, is a key point on applicant’s 
present substituted service system to the 
east, west, and south. Largely for this 
reason it should also be named here. 
Its imposition would also block the pos- 
sibility of unusually long-distance inter- 
state movements between points in the 
far reaches of Michigan, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ohio, 
and possibly Indiana. This will require, 
however, that applicant be granted a 
short alternate route between Alvord- 
ton, O., and Angola, Ind., so as to avoid 
an unnecessary operational impediment. 
The parties do not object to a grant 
of this route and it will be authorized 
as Route No. 46. 


Adrian, Mich. 

“The Adrian, Mich., area pcses a com- 
paratively small, but nevertheless diffi- 
cult, problem. Though it is the geo- 
graphical hub of a number of routes 
which radiate out in several different 
directions, applicant’s daily traffic volume 
to the entire area is relatively light. 
This very negligible competition with 
certain short haul motor carriers whose 
basic service and livelihood are so closely 
related to the interstate traffic moving 
into and out of Michigan across the 
southern boundary of that state makes 
it necessary that some form of protec- 
tive restriction be seriously considered. 
While it is true that the public ought not 
to be deprived of the benefit of an 
improved rail service merely because it 
may divert some traffic from other car- 


‘riers, the situation in this particular 


area is such that applicant without some 
form of restriction would be free to in- 
stitute a small but practically unbridled 
competitive motor service without direct 
relation to its rail service. 

“The geographical and competitive di- 
lemma which it represents is such that 
its designation as a key point appears 
to be the only practicable means at hand 
to reasonably insure a measure of com- 
petitive protection to the carriers who 
have developed a very substantial part of 
their operations on interstate traffic 
around that area. There is no justifica- 
tion for applicant’s proposal that an al- 
ternate route be granted which would 
partially bypass Adrian, but the passen- 
ger train situation in the area is such 
that its plea to except Railway Express 
traffic from the application of the Adrian 
key point is well taken. An appropriate 
modification will be made in the author- 
ity granted. 


Household Goods Right Question 

“Applicant’s opposition to the exception 
of household goods from the commodities 
to be granted is grounded on the premise 
that through the mistake of its agents 
or the agents of connecting lines such 
commodities in an uncrated condition 
may be received on infrequent occasions. 
No real need, however, has been estab- 
lished for a grant of such authority. 


Other Key Points Discussed 
“Protestants urge that additional re- 
strictions be imposed in the form of key 
points at Pittsfield, Mass., and Corning, 
N.Y., and joint key points in the Pough- 
keepsie and Bay City areas. Despite the 
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apparent merit in these proposals if such 
points were being considered individ- 
ually and solely on a geographical basis, 
this obviously is not the case. They must 
be viewed in their relationship to the 
whole of the other key points being im- 
posed and the economies involved in 
applicant’s proposal. 

“The addition of these key points would 
result in a number of situations which 
would unduly hamper applicant’s pro- 
posed economies and service improve- 
ments or which would be of no actual 
benefit competitively to the protestants. 
Their imposition would involve (1) small 
quantities of traffic moving interstate a 
short distance across a state line which 
would require applicant to maintain 
peddler cars for an even smaller volume 
of traffic than now being handled, (2) 
the impracticable concentration of traf- 
fic at points which are operationally un- 
suitable because of traffic flow, train 
scheduling, or inadequate facilities for 
the handling thereof, (3) traffic which 
because of its origin and destination will 
of necessity have partial movement by 
railroad which is all that most protes- 
tants ask, or (4) traffic which is not 
interstate. 

Poughkeepsie, Bay City Areas 

“More specifically the routes running 
along the Hudson River through the 
Poughkeepsie area and those into the 
upper part of the Lower Peninsula of 
Michigan through the Bay City area are 
so situated that substantially all of the 
interstate traffic involved would entail 
a partial movement by rail car and even 
& prior or subsequent rail haul condition 
as strongly urged by a number of pro- 
testants would not require more than 
is already an operational necessity. The 
proximity of Pittsfield to the key points 
of Springfield, Mass., and Albany, N.Y., 
along Route No. 1 and the added key 
points of Chatham, N.Y., and Worcester, 
Mass., would be unduly restrictive if that 
point were also added to those to be des- 
ignated. Corning is located on a series 
of routes which generate only a very 
small amount of traffic. Inasmuch as 
a key point has been imposed at Lock 
Haven, Pa., which affords a reasonable 
measure of competitive protection to that 
area, no additional key point on those 
routes is warranted. 

“The foregoing key points, if named in 
addition to those already being imposed, 
_ would do little more than complicate 

and make impracticable many of the op- 
erational improvements and economies 
sought and would substantially ignore 
the fundamental bases upon which we 
have consistently premised the grant of 
substituted service authority to the rail- 
roads. 

“As stated in the Kansas City South- 
ern case, supra {Kansas City Southern 
Transport Co., Inc., Common Carrier Ap- 
plication, 28 M.C.C. 5] ‘One competitive 
carrier has no vested right in the con- 
tinuation by another of an inefficient 
method of operation .. .’. On this 
basis we have repeatedly rejected re- 
strictions which have been proposed on 
the premise that service improvements 
should not be allowed to occur. 


Examiner’s Conclusions Approved 
“With the minor modification indicated 
as to express traffic in the Adrian area, 
we agree with the conclusions reached 
by the examiner. Authority so restricted 


Should permit a reasonable degree of 
flexibility in accomplishing the service 
improvements and economies which the 
facts of record justify and which this 
Commission by consistent precedent has 
found to be required by the national 
transportation policy and the public con- 
venience and necessity. At the same 
time the restrictions imposed should 
afford a reasonable measure of protec- 
tion to the existing motor carriers from 
the wide-open competitive potential 
which an operation of this size would 
otherwise entail. 


“As originally described the highway 
routes over which applicant seeks to op- 
erate included the specification of high- 
ways to practically all of the small off- 
route points. In the interest of simplic- 
ity, it redescribed the makeup of these 
routes in an appendix to its exceptions. 
Since the simplified version does not 
alter the points to be served or the basic 
highway pattern of its operations, the 
routes granted herein have been speci- 
fied in the appendix hereto in the sim- 
plified form suggested. 


“Since the authority granted includes 
dangerous explosives, the policy estab- 
lished by the Commission in Riss & Co., 
Inc., Extension — Explosives, 64 M.C.C. 
299, requires that as to those commod- 
ities, such authority be limited to a five- 
year term. An appropriate condition in 
this respect will be imposed in our 
findings.” 


L.C.L. Improvement Sought 


The Commission said that over the last 
three decades the N.Y.C. had experienced 
a constant downward trend in the vol- 
ume of its less-than-carload freight, and 
that in an effort to introduce greater 
efficiency and economy into its L.C.L. 
operations, the railroad had sought and 
obtained motor carrier authority to pro- 
vide substituted service along its rail 
lines in its so-called “Big Four District,” 
comprising the states of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, and Missouri, and along those in 
its so-called “Lines West District,” in 
some parts of the states of New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 

“While its L.C.L. tonnage has contin- 
ued to decline even where substituted 
service has been instituted, the downward 
trend has been less severe,” the Commis- 
sion said. 

“Also, the general economics of its 
L.C.L. operations has been substantially 
improved through the elimination of 
peddler cars from local way-freight trains 
and the general caliber of its carload 
service has been correspondingly im- 
proved. Although L.C.L. traffic produces 
only about five per cent of applicant’s 
net freight revenues it feels that this 
volume is entitled to the best transpor- 
tation service that it can reasonably 
provide. 


“In view of the size of the New York 
Central System, however, its approach to 
the substituted service problem has been 
on a piecemeal basis. 


Service to All Stations 


“If the authority here requested is 
granted, applicant would then be able 
to offer substituted service to virtually 
every point which is a station on the 
lines of its rail system. 

“Meanwhile, the decline in L.C.L. traf- 
fic volume has reached a point where 
some communities can only be served 
on the basis of one peddler car schedule 
per week. 

“Applicant stresses four major objec- 
tives as being indicative of the pressing 
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importance of obtaining the authority 
sought. 

“Its prime objective is to be in q Posi. 
tion to institute in its own name an 
efficient daily L.C.L. service to practi. 
cally all of its stations east of Buffalo 
N.Y., and throughout its ‘Michigan Cen, 
tral District’. 

“Its second objective is to achieve the 
economies inherent in the elimination of 
the present costly peddler car operations 
and in improving the coordination there. 
with, under its own authority at thog 
points where service is being performed 
on its behalf by other certificated moto, 
carriers, none of which opposes the ip. 
stant application. 

“A third objective is the improvement 
which can be accomplished by more ex. 
peditious handling of carload freight ip 
local freight trains through the elimina. 
tion of the peddler cars now included 
therein. This would also free such car; 
ag use in connection with carload traf. 

Cc. 

“A fourth objective is to provide an 
alternative method of handling expres 
and other head-end traffic now handled 
in connection with certain costly pas. 
senger train operations. 

“Applicant estimates that the proposed 
service if instituted will permit a reduc. 
tion in direct out-of-pocket operating 
costs of not less than $600,000 per year 
and would permit the release of some 
2,600 boxcars which were engaged for 
some 12,800 car days in performing L.CLL. 
service during a representative month 
prior to the hearing.” 


Shipper Support 


The Commission said that approxi- 
mately 350 “public shipper witnesses” of- 
fered evidence in support of the New 
York Central’s application. 

“These shippers,” it said, “located at 
various representative points along the 
routes involved generally concede that 
the existing motor carrier service pro- 
vided throughout the entire area is gen- 
erally satisfactory insofar as their need 
for motor service is concerned. They, 
nevertheless, use applicant’s rail L.C.L. 
service and pursuant to a need therefor 
will continue to do so. 

“They have been highly dissatisfied 
with the slow and undependable han- 
dling which such traffic has received in 
the lightly loaded and infrequently op- 
erated peddler car service. They ship 
a broad range of general commodities, 
other than household goods and those 
commodities specifically excepted from 
the application by applicant, and have 
a substantial need for an improvement 
of the present L.C.L. service. To the 
extent that the operation of peddler 
cars in local way-freight trains inter- 
feres with the handling of carload 
freight these shippers likewise feel en- 
titled to the corresponding improvement 
which will result in the over-all rail 
service.” 

Carrier Opposition 

The Commission said the exceptions of 
opposing carriers were directed largely 
against the form of restrictions and 
number of key points imposed on the 
authority recommended. 

Opposing carriers were listed as fol- 
lows: A.B.C. Motor Transportation Co, 
Inc., M & M Transportation Co., Hem- 
mingway Bros. Interstate Trucking Co. 
Old Colony Transportation Co., Inc., and 
St. Johnsbury Trucking Co., Inc., jointly; 
Halls Motor Transit Co.; Interstate 
Motor Freight System and Michigan 
Express, Inc., jointly; Dundee Truck 
Lines, Inc.; and Blair Transit Co., C. A. 
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Conklin Truck Line, Inc., Consolidated 
Freight Co., Inter-City Trucking Service, 
Inc., Jones Transfer Co., Maiers & Sons 
Motor Freight, Red Star Transit Co., 
Inc., C. H. Rumpf & Sons Truck Line, 
Inc., Short Freight Lines, Inc., Earl C. 
Smith, Inc., John Wahl Cartage, Inc., 
and Motor Carriers Central Freight As- 
sociation, jointly. 





Western Acid Rates Geared 
To Mountain-Pacific Interim 


Scale Rather Than No. 28300 


The Commission, division 3, by a 
report and order on reconsideration 
in No. 31230, General Chemical Di- 
vision, Allied Chemical and Dye Cor- 
poration v. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co. et al., has 
prescribed, for future application, 
rates on sulphuric acid, in tank-car- 
loads from El Segundo and Nichols, 
Calif., to points in Oregon, Washing- 
ton, Montana, Idaho, Utah, Arizona, 
and Nevada made 21 per cent of 
the interim scale of first class rates 
prescribed in the Mountain-Pacific 
class rate case. 


The Commission found that the as- 
sailed rates were, and for the future 
would be, unreasonable to the extent 
that they exceeded or might exceed 21 
per cent of the interim scale of first class 
rates applied as prescribed in No. 30416, 
Class Rates, Mountain-Pacific Territory, 
plus the general increases authorized 
in Ex Parte Nos. 175 and 196. Find- 
ings in the prior report 296 I.C.C. 11 were 
modified accordingly, and the prior order 
vacated. 

The defendants are required to estab- 
lish the rates on or before February 7, 
on not less than 10 days’ notice. 


In the prior report, the Commission 
said, division 3 found that the assailed 
rates were, and for the future would be, 
unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceeded, or might exceed, 25 per cent 
of the so-called No. 28300 scale of first 
class rates, determined by the use of 
short-line distances. 


The Commission said petitions filed by 
the complainant and by the defendants 
for reconsideration, were denied. On 
May 15, it said, the defendants filed a 
second petition seeking reconsideration 
of the finding regarding maximum rea- 
sonable rates, predicated on the interim 
scale of class rates prescribed in No. 
30416, which became effective on June 1. 


Rates on No. 30416 Scale Sought 

The defendants now sought maximum 
reasonable rates made 25 per cent of 
the No. 30416 scale, rather than the No. 
28300 scale, the Commission said, adding 
that they regarded the use of the latter 
Scale as improper because that scale 
had not been prescribed for application 
within Mountain-Pacific Territory. 


When this issue was initially decided 
that fact was recognized but the No. 
28300 scale was nevertheless regarded 
by the division, and also by the op- 
Posing parties, as the best means then 
available for determining the relative 
levels of the rates concerned, the Com- 
mission said. 


It said acid was rated 25 per cent 


of first class in the uniform classifica- 
tion and that that classification also 
did not then apply within Mountain- 
Pacific Territory, but since it was in- 
tended for ultimate national applica- 
tion, its use was regarded as appropriate. 
The uniform classification became effec- 
tive within that territory on September 
1, in lieu of the consolidated classifica- 
tion previously observed, the Commission 
added. e 

The No. 30416 scale was higher than 
the No. 28300 scale and the rate of 
progression with distance was somewhat 
different, the Commission said. While its 
application had been authorized only 
for an interim period pending further 
consideration, it reflected transportation 
conditions in Mountain-Pacific Territory 
more accurately than the No. 28300 scale, 
the Commission said, adding that it 
would reconsider the rate levels in rela- 
tion to the No. 30416 scale. 


25 Per Cent ‘Too High’ 


The Commission said it disagreed with 
the defendants’ position that maximum 
reasonable commodity rates on acid 
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should be 25 per cent of the No. 30416 
scale, 

“That basis would result in class and 
commodity rates on the same level, con- 
trary to established rate-making prin- 
ciples,” it said. “Class rates normally 
provide the highest rates on a partic- 
ular commodity. Also, it would result in 
rates on a higher level generally than 
the rates available to the complainants 
competitors in this territory.” 

Also in the prior report, the Commis- 
sion said it found rates on sulphuric 
acid, in tank car loads from Garfield, 
Garfield Smelter, Garfield Junction and 
East Garfield, Utah, to points in Cal- 
ifornia were not shown to be unreason- 
ably low. The prior finding in respect 
of these assailed rates was not under 
reconsideration, the Commission said, 
but the level of those and other rates 
were considered in the determination of 
maximum reasonable rates. 





Commission Rules on Status of Railroads 
In Transporting Circuses, Show Ouffits 


Division 2 Says Question Whether Such Movement Is Common Carrier 
Or Private Carrier Transport Is to Be Determined in Each Case. 


Rule Requiring Railroads to File Copies of Contracts Retained. 


The question whether rail move- 
ment of circuses and show outfits is 
common carrier or private carrier 
transportation is a question of fact 
in each case to be determined when 
the issue is presented for decision, 
the Commission, division 2, has ruled. 


By its report and order in an investiga- 
tion docketed as No. 31656, Transporta- 
tion of Circuses and Show Outfits, the 
Commission also held that Rule 63 of 
the Commisison’s Tariff Circulars Nos. 
18-A (49 CFR 145.63) and 20 (49 CFR 
141.63) should be preserved in its present 
form. The proceeding was discontinued. 

The investigation was instituted by 
the division’s order of November 3, 1954, 
to determine, the Commission said, 
whether U.S. railroads were acting as 
common or private carriers in the trans- 
portation of circuses and show outfits, 
and whether Rule 63, which required 
carriers subject thereto to file copies 
of their contracts covering the trans- 
portation of circuses and show outfits, 
should be rescinded, changed, or amended 
in any respect. 


1L.C.C. Conclusions 


“Upon consideration of the record be- 
fore us,” the Commission said, “we con- 
clude that it does not lie within our 
province to make a peremptory finding 
on the matter presented. Whether a 
carrier, in undertaking to transport cir- 
cuses or show outfits, acts as a common 
carrier or as a private carrier is a ques- 
tion of fact in each case to be deter- 
mined when the issue is presented for 
decision. 

“We further conclude that in in- 
stances where a particular carrier acts 
as a common carrier in such an under- 


taking, Rule 63 is available to govern 
the filing of rates and to provide neces- 
sary exceptions from the tariff rules 
otherwise applicable, and should be pre- 
served in its present form. 

“Corollary to our findings herein, an- 
other matter deserves attention. Rail- 
roads, as common Carriers, are required 
to file tariffs of rates and charges, and 
otherwise to comply with the provisions 
of the [interstate commerce] act. Sec- 
tion 20(11) thereof provides that any 
common carrier, railroad, or transporta- 
tion company subject to part I of the 
act shall be liable to the holders of 
receipts or bills of lading for any loss, 
damage, or injury to the property trans- 
ported, ‘and no contract, receipt, rule, 
regulation, or other limitation of any 
character whatsoever shall exempt such 
common carrier, railroad, or transporta- 
tion company from the liability hereby 
imposed . . .’. Thus, where acting as 
common carriers in the transportation 
of circuses and show outfits, the respond- 
ents, in complying with Rule 63, may not 
file contracts containing provisions pur- 
porting to limit their liability.” 

The Commission said that only three 
statements were filed in response to an 
offer to the railroad respondents and all 
other interested persons to file “written 
data, statements of fact, and arguments 
concerning the subjects under investiga- 
tion.” These statements, it said, were 
filed by the eastern railroads, the western 
and southern railroads jointly, and by 
Ringling Bros.-Barnum & Bailey Com- 
bined Shows, Inc. 


‘Little Public Interest’ 
“The failure of other persons to re- 
spond to our invitation to file statements, 


particularly other persons engaged in 
the operation of circuses or show out- 
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fits, indicates that there is little public 
interest in this subject matter,” the Com- 
mission said. 


It said that in a “comparatively re- 
cent decision” by the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, 
Chicago & N.W. Ry. Co. v. Davenport, 
205 F. 2d 589 (certiorari denied, 346 U.S. 
930) it was held that the railroad con- 
cerned, in transporting a circus train, 
in that instance did so as a common 
carrier. The court was quoted as say- 
ing: 

“It seems to us that the filing of the 
contract by the railroad with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission along with 
the statement that it was ‘issued under 
authority of rule 63, Tariff Circular 20, 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion’ was a virtual recognition by the 
railroad that it was acting as a common 
carrier whose rates were subject to regu- 
lation by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission.” 


In view of that decision, the Commis- 
sion said, the railroads were concerned 
that continued compliance with rule 63 
would prejudice their position that the 
service of transporting circus trains or 
show outfits was not a common carrier 
duty and that, with respect to such 
service, railroads might make private 
contracts providing for limited liability. 


It said the factual evidence submitted 
in this investigation applied more par- 
ticularly to the large circuses and show 
outfits, but that, with some modification, 
it had application also to the smaller 
enterprises. 


Facts as Established by Record 


The Commission said the following 
facts were established by the record: 

“1. Circuses and show outfits generally 
own or lease their own cars. Many are 
not of the kind ordinarily used by rail- 
roads. For example, specially-designed 
cars are used to transport elephants, 
giraffes, hippopotami, etc., and to serve 
as permanent living quarters for circus 
personnel. 

“2. The lading of a circus or show 
train consists of a wide variety of articles, 
and the livestock includes both domestic 
and wild animals. The personnel of the 
circus or show outfit and their luggage 
are also transported in the train. 

“3. No uniform bill of lading or uniform 
livestock contract is used. A single way- 
bill is executed, showing the number of 
cars to be transported. The rail carrier 
does not load or unload, inspect, care 
for in transit, have possession or control 
of, or access to, or have information 
regarding the weight, quantity, descrip- 
tion, identity, condition, or nature of the 
inanimate articles or the livestock com- 
posing the lading of the train. It does 
not control, and generally does not know 
the number or identity of, or collect 
tickets or passenger fares from, the 
circus personnel transported in the train, 
and does not control or operate the facil- 
ities used for the transportation of such 
personnel. 

“4. The rail carrier provides only the 
motive power, operating crew, roadbed, 
and storage yard. The railroad employees 
inspect the cars only as to their condi- 
tion for transportation over the rails 
and for compliance with safety regula- 
tions. 

“5. Circus trains are not moved to meet 


the reasonable operating convenience of 
the carrier as in the case of freight 
traffic generally, but are moved at such 
times and over such routes as are neces- 
sary to meet a prearranged schedule of 
public performances. 


No Joint Rates, Joint Routes 


“6. Each rail carrier contracts for the 
movement of the circus train over its 
own rails only; there are no joint con- 
tracts, joint rates, joint routes, or other 
arrangements involving two or more rail 
carriers. The contract contains provi- 
sions characterizing the transportation 
to be performed by the rail carrier as 
private or non-common carrier service, 
and restricting the liability of the rail 
carrier. 


“7. The safe and expeditious loading 
and unloading of a circus train, re- 
quired to meet rigid time schedules, can 
be accomplished only by specially trained 
employes, following procedures planned 
in detail prior to the commencement of 
the show season. It would be impossible 
or impracticable for general employes 
of the railroad to perform these special- 
ized services within the time limits. 


“8. It would be impracticable for a 
circus to have its properties and person- 
nel transported by a railroad in the 
usual manner. This would require the 
execution of uniform bills of lading 
covering the heterogeneous mass of in- 
animate articles, and the execution of 
uniform livestock contracts covering 
animals. All property would have to be 
delivered into the possession and control 
of the carrier, and the circus personnel 
would have to ride in regular passenger 
trains or equipment provided by the car- 
rier. The circus properties and personnel 
would not be moved as a unit and at 
such time or times necessary to meet 
rigid show schedules. 


“9. The cost of transportation at regu- 
larly established freight rates and pas- 
senger fares would be several times 
greater than the cost of the limited and 
special transportation services described 
above. 

“10. The business of transporting circus 
trains generally is not solicited by the 
railroads, and is accepted only upon ap- 
proval of the operating department of 
the railroad concerned. 


“11. The traditional traveling circus has 
suffered in competition with new forms 
of amusement. Any change in the method 
of rail transportation, entailing addi- 
tional operating difficulties or a sub- 
stantial increase in costs, would be likely 
to result in the discontinuance of rail 
movements.” 


The Commission said that one of the 
earliest cases involving the status and 
obligations of a railroad in transporting 
a circus was Coup v. Wabash St. L. & P. 
Ry. Co., 22 NW 215 (Mich. 1885), in which 
the railroad, under a written contract, 
furnished men and motive power to move 
the circus. Other court proceedings dis- 
cussed were Wilson v. Atlantic Coast 
Line R. Co., 129 F. 774, and a decision 
subsequently affirmed per curiam, 133 F. 
1022, on which certiorari was denied, 
198 U.S. 585; M’Cree v. Davis, 280 F. 
959 (affirmed, 299 F. 142; certiorari de- 
nied, 266 U.S. 610), and Louisville v. N.R. 
Co. v. United States, 106 F. Supp. 999 
(affirmed, 221 F.2d 698, April, 1955). 


In the last named proceeding, it said, 
the railroad had entered into a special 
arrangement for transportation of silver 
articles which it did not hold itself out 
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to transport in common carrier service 
The court was quoted as saying: 
“It is quite well settled that a com- 
mon carrier, when acting outside of the 
performance of its required legal dutig, 
to transport goods which it is not re. 
quired to carry, is privileged to enter 
into a contract as a private carrier.” 
Continuing, the Commission said: 


“It has thus been clear that a carrie 
is not required as a common-carrie; 
duty, to perform the limited and speci) 
services above described, and that it jg 
free to enter into private contracts cop. 
cerning such _ services. However, 4 
noted, in the Davenport case the cour 
observed that the railroad had publishe 
the contract in compliance with rule §3. 
This publication the court regarded a; 
amounting to ‘a virtual recognition , .. 
that it was acting as a common carrier 
... The court referred to the cases dis. 
cussed above, and others, but stated: 

“None of those cases, however, in- 
volved a finding of fact as here, that 
the railroad was actually Operating as 
common carrier of circus property an 
was soliciting and holding itself out to 
perform such service.’” 





Passenger ‘Sedan’ Service 


Told to Cease Violations 


The Commission, division 1, has found 
that Macy’s Auto Rental, Inc., of New 
York, N.Y., has been engaged “during 
1954,” in the unauthorized practice of 
leasing an operating right granted it in 
certificate MC-94361 in violation of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations gov- 
erning transfer of rights to operate as 
a motor carrier in interstate or foreign 
commerce prescribed pursuant to section 
212(b) of the interstate commerce act 

A report and order were issued in MC- 
C-1785, Associated Safety Owner Driv- 
ers, Inc. v. Macy’s Auto Rental, Inc, 
with Commissioner Minor dissenting. 
The order required the defendant Macy’s 
to cease and desist, on or before De- 
cember 1, and thereafter to abstain 
from activities of the character anc 
scope found unlawful. Otherwise, it said 
the complaint was dismissed. 

The Commission said the complainant 
of Brooklyn, N.Y., an association of 
motor common carriers authorized t 
transport passengers in so-called “sedan” 
service, between New York City and 
specified points in Sullivan and Ulster 
counties, N.Y., alleged, among othe 
things, that the defendant Macy’s, 4 
motor carrier of passengers, conducted 
operations in violation of the act in 
that it had entered into unlawful ar- 
rangements, in 1954, with five persons 
whereby it leased its operating rights 
granted in certificate MC-94361 to those 
persons on payment of stipulated sums 
of money, without authorization from 
the Commission. 

Macy’s Auto Rental, Inc., the Com- 
mission said, was authorized to trans- 
port passengers in “sedan” service be- 
tween New York City, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in specified 
township in Sullivan County, N.Y. 





Pipeline Property Values 


The Commission, division 2, by a re- 
port and order in Valuation No. 1285 
(1955 Report), Detroit Southern Pipe 
Line Co., has determined for rate-mak- 
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ing purposes, the final value of the com- 
mon carrier property owned and used by 
that company as of December 31, 1955, 
to be $921,400, and property used, but 
not owned, $1,029. Protests, if any, 
must be filed with the Commission on 
or before December 17. 

The Commission, division 2, by a re- 
port and order in Valuation No. 1292, 
(1955 Report), Ohio River Pipeline Co., 
has determined, for rate-making pur- 
poses, the final value of the common 
carrier property owned and used by 
the company as of December 31, 1955, 
to be $29,500. Protests, if any, must be 
filed with the Commission on or before 
December 14. 

The Commission, division 2, by a re- 
port and order in Valuation No. 1366, 
(1955 Report), Oklahoma Mississippi 
River Products Line, Inc., has deter- 
mined, for rate-making purposes, that 
the final value of the property of the 
Oklahoma Misssissippi River Products 
Line, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., owned and used 
for common carrier purposes, was $19,- 
691,300 as of December 31, 1955. Pro- 
tests, if any, are due on or before De- 
cember 21. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will nct be printed 


in full in the permanent series of Com- 


mission reports. Mimeographed copies of 
such reports in full may be obtained by 
prompt application to the Commission. 





Electric Motors 


I. and S. M-7936, Electric Motors—St. 
Louis, Mo. to Webster City, Ia. By di- 
vision 2. Modified procedure followed. 
Schedules ordered canceled on or before 
December 31, on one day’s notice, with- 
out prejudice, on finding not shown 
just and reasonable a rate of 90 cents a 
100 pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds, on 
electric motors from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Webster City, Ia. The Commission said 
that it was persuaded that the proposed 
90-cent rate plus a 6 cents a 100 pounds 
general increase under Ex Parte No. 196, 
subject to a minimum of 23,000 pounds, 
would be compensatory and was war- 
ranted by the market competition on 
this commodity. The schedules under 
consideration were ordered canceled 
without prejudice to the filing of sched- 
ules in conformity with the views ex- 
pressed. It said the proposed rate was 
filed to become effective November 5, 
1955, by Lee Transportation Co., and 
Western Transportation Co., but that 
on protest of Western Trunk Line rail- 
roads and the Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, operation of the schedules was 
suspended to and including June 4, and 
the effective date postponed indefinitely. 
The present rate was 117 cents, mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds, the Commission 
said, adding that the rail rate was 96 
cents, minimum 30,000 pounds. 


RAILROAD ABANDONMENTS 


Talbotton Railroad 


By an application in Finance No. 19552, 
the Talbotton Railroad Co. has asked the 
Commission for authority to abandon and 
discontinue operation of its entire line of 
railroad extending 6.797 miles from Junc- 
tion City, Ga., where it interchanges with 


the Central of Georgia Railway Co., to 
Talbotton, Ga., which is served by the 
Atlantic Coast Line. The railroad said 
that the termini were adequately served 
by the C. of Ga. and A.C.L.; that the line 
was in poor condition and was only used 
when service was asked for, and that 
there were no stations on the line other 
than the termini. It said it owned no 
rolling stock and that its only power was 
a leased steam locomotive which needed 
immediate repairs that would cost $6,000. 
The estimated net salvage value of the 
line, the railroad said, was $33,000. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 
in full in the permanent series of motor 


carrier reports of the Commission. Mime- 
ographed copies of such reports in full 
may be obtained by prompt application 
to the Commission. 





MC-30374, Sub. 9, Moey Lihn and Max 
Lihn, dba Tri-State Transportation Co., 
Vineland, N.J., Extension—Martinsburg, 
W.Va. Certificate granted. Clothing and 
wearing apparel, on hangers, and com- 
ponent parts used in the manufacture of 
such garments, between points in Cum- 
berland and Atlantic counties, N.J., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Mar- 
tinsburg, W.Va., over irregular routes. 

* MC-85882, Sub. 4, Paul Crouse, dba 
Crouse Cartage Co., Carroll, Ia., Exten- 
sion—Intermediate and Off-Route Points. 
Certificate granted General commodities, 
with exceptions, (1) serving the inter- 
mediate point of Perry, Ia., and the 
off-route points of Hernden, Dawson and 
Lohrville, Ia., in connection with regu- 
lar route operations, restricted against 
the transportation of traffic between 
Perry and Des Moines, Ia., and (2) serv- 
ing the intermediate point of Rockwell 
City, Ia., in connection with regular route 
operations. 

MC-94350, Sub. 6, Transit Homes, Inc., 
East Detroit, Mich., Extension—Newton, 
Kan. Certificate granted. Over irregu- 
lar routes, trailers, designed to be drawn 
by passenger automobiles, in initial move- 
ments, by truckaway method, from New- 
ton, Kan., to all points in the United 
States. 

MC-115390, Sub. 1, Max Willensky and 
Fay Willensky, dba New York Distribut- 
ing Co., Floral Park, N.Y., Extension— 
Elizabeth, N.J. Permit granted. Sanitary 
pads, paper facial and cleansing tissues 
and toilet paper, (1) from Elizabeth, 
N.J., to New York, N.Y., and points in 
Rockland County, N.Y., and (2) from 
Floral Park, N.Y., to Elizabeth, N.J., over 
irregular routes. 

MC-115437, Monterrey Freight For- 
warding Corporation, Brownsville, Tex., 
Contract Carrier. Over irregular routes, 
general commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in Cameron and Hidalgo 
counties, Tex., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, all points in the United 
States. 

MC-103378, Petroleum Carrier Corpor- 
ation, Jacksonville, Fla., Extension—St. 
Marks, Fla. Certificate granted, on re- 
consideration. Asphalt, asphalt cutback 
and fuel oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from St. Marks, Fla., to points in that 
part of Georgia in and south, or west 
of Haralson, Paulding, Cobb, Fulton, 
DeKalb, Newton, Morgan, Putnam, Bald- 
win, Wilkinson,. Laurens, Wheeler, Mont- 
gomery, Toombs, Appling, Wayne, Brant- 
ley, and Camden counties, Ga., except 
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those within 175 miles of St, Marks, 
over irregular routes. Commissioner 
Mitchell dissented and Commissioners 
Minor and Tuggle dissented in part. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F.D. No. 19355, Dela- 
ware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad Co. 
Stock, granting authority to issue not ex- 
ceeding 80,000 shares of re-acquired common 
stock of the par value of $50 a share, to 
be sold to certain officers and employes of 
the applicant pursuant to a proposed re- 
stricted stock option plan at not less than 
100 per cent of the fair market value of the 
shares on the date of the granting of the 
option, the proceeds to be used to reimburse 
applicant’s general cash funds. Approved. 

* * x 


Report and order in F.D. No. 19529, Chicago 
Great Western Railway Co. Stock, granting 
authority to issue not exceeding 9,037 shares 
of common stock of the par value of $50 
each, to be distributed as a stock dividend 
upon applicant’s common stock on the basis 
of one additional share for each 40 shares 
outstanding or reserved for issuance. Ap- 
proved. 

* * * 

Report and order in F.D. No. 19535, West- 
ern Maryland Railway Co. Stock, authoriz- 
ing the Western Maryland Railway Co. to 
issue not exceeding 14,700 shares of common 
stock without par value, pursuant to the 
provisions of restricted stock option agree- 
ments, to be sold to certain officers of the 
applicant at 100 per cent of the fair market 
value of the stock on the date of the agree- 
ments. and the proceeds to be used only for 
capital purposes. Approved. 

* * * 


Order in F.D. No. 19519, Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie Railroad Co. Equipment Trust 
Certificates, authorizing the Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie Railroad to assume obligation and 
liability in respect of not exceeding $7,305,000 
of Pittsburgh & Lake Erie Railroad equip- 
ment trust of 1956, 37, per cent equipment 
trust certificates, to be issued by Peoples 
First National Bank & Trust Co., as trustee, 
and sold at 98.6753 per cent of principal and 
accrued dividends in connection with the 
procurement of certain new equipment. Ap- 
proved. 

x ~ * 

Order in F.D. No. 19528, Chicago & North 
Western Railway Co. Equipment Trust Cer- 
tificates, authorizing the Chicago and North 
Western Railway Co. to assume obligation 
and liability, as guarantor and otherwise, 
in respect of not exceeding $3,375,000 of Chi- 
cago and North Western Railway Co. third 
equipment trust of 1956, 54g per cent equip- 
ment trust certificates, to be issued by The 
Northern Trust Co., as trustee, and sold at 
99.5433 per cent of principal and accrued 
dividends in connection with the procure- 
ment of certain new equipment. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC-F-6129, Leon F. Zullo—Purchase—Ma- 
rine Forwarding, Inc. Purchase by Leon F. 
Zullo, doing business as Prospect Trucking 
Co., Trenton, N.J., of the operating rights 
of Marine Forwarding, Inc., Trenton, ap- 
proved and authorized. 


Orders 








Shipper’s Interest Sufficient 


For Role in Rail Control Case 


Cominco Products, Inc., a shipper, has 
been permitted to intervene in Finance 
No. 19315, Spokane International Rail- 
road Co., Control, in which proceeding 
the Union Pacific Railroad Co. seeks 
authority ,to acquire control of the 
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Spokane International through acqui- 
sition of at least 80 per cent of the 
latter’s outstanding capital stock. 

By an order in the proceeding, by 
Commissioner Mitchell, the Commission 
said that Cominco filed a petition for 
leave to intervene alleging that it had 
constructed a warehouse at Trentwood, 
near Spokane, Wash., for storage and 
reshipment of numerous carloads of 
chemical fertilizers and other products. 
The Commission said that the com- 
modities would originate at plants of 
the Consolidated Mining and Smelting 
Co., of Canada, Ltd., at Warfield and 
Kimberly, British Columbia and Cal- 
gary, Alberta, Canada, through the gate- 
way at Kingsgate, British Columbia-East- 
port, Ida., and would move via Canadian 
Pacific and Spokane International rail- 
ways and transhipped to destinations in 
the Pacific Coast and Intermountain 
territory. 

The warehouse was built on the as- 
sumption of the continuation of exist- 
ing rates and routing arrangements with 
the Spokane International as a neutral 
connecting link between Canadian 
Pacific Railway and all lines with which 
it connects to the south, and if any 
change of ownership of the Spokane 
International was authorized, the exist- 
ing freedom of rates and routing 
arrangements should be maintained 
with any and all connecting carriers, 
the Commission said. 

It added that “petitioner has shown 
an interest in the proceeding sufficient 
to warrant intervention.” 





Publication of Rate Hike 
In N.Y. Area Simplified 


By special permission order No. M-3036, 
the Middle Atlantic Conference has been 
authorized by the Commission to depart 
from the rules of tariff circular MF-No. 
3 to issue, on statutory notice, a con- 
version-type supplement to its tariff 8-N, 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-755, containing a 10 
per cent increase in class and commodity 
rates between points in the New York 
short-haul area. In its special permis- 
sion application (No. 4980), the confer- 
ence said increases in operating costs 
necessitated the increase. 


1.C.C. to Consider St. Mary’s 


Railroad Construction Plea 


The Commission, by an order in Fi- 
nance No. 19192, St. Mary’s Railroad Co., 
Construction, has refused to reconsider 
an order of division 4 overruling a mo- 
tion of the Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
for dismissal, for lack of jurisdiction, 
of the application of the St. Mary’s Rail- 
road for authority to construct a 20.92- 
mile line to extend westerly from the 
terminus of its present line at Kingsland, 
Ga., crossing the Seaboard’s tracks at 
Kingsland, thence to a connection to be 
made with the Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road at Folkston, Ga. 

The Commission said that the order 
of division 4 recited that the St. Mary’s 
Railroad was incorporated under the 
laws of Georgia for the purpose of ac- 
quiring, and on January 11, 1924, did 





acquire the operating rights and property 
of the Atlantic Waycross & Northern 
Railroad and that, as of that date, no 
provision of law required the approval 
of the Commission for the acquistion of 
such properties. 


The Commission acknowledged that 
“the prior decisions of this Commission 
relating to its jurisdiction in the premises 
have been conflicting,’ but said that in 
view of the continued recognition by the 
Commission over a period of 32 years of 
the rights of the St. Mary’s Railroad Co., 
to operate its railroad, “the aforesaid 
jurisdictional question is not controlling.” 

The Commission said that, except as 
indicated, there had been presented no 
error of fact or law with respect to the 
matters complained of by the Seaboard, 
and that insufficient showing had been 


made to warrant reconsideration of the 
order. 


Forwarder Must Exercise 


Its Rights or Lose Permit 


By an order issued in FF-205, Midwest 
Forwarding Co., Freight Forwarder Ap- 
plication, the Commission, division 4, 
Says it appears that the Midwest For- 
warding Co., of Grand Rapids, Mich., 


has not at any time exercised the 
authority granted in its permit in 
FF-205. 


The order requires the forwarder to 
inform the Commission, on or before 
December 13, whether any cause exists 
why an order should not be entered re- 
quiring it to institute the operations 
authorized in its permit, or in the al- 
ternative, to indicate that it desires oral 
hearing on the subject matter of the 
instant order to enable it to show cause 
why such action should not be taken. 

The Commission said in its instant 
order that if the forwarder failed to 
comply with the aforementioned terms 
of the order, the order would be con- 
strued to be the institution of a proceed- 
ing to determine whether the permit in 
FF-205 should be revoked under section 
410(f) of the interstate commerce act, if 
such action should appear to be war- 
ranted because of the failure of the for- 
warder to exercise the operating rights 
authorized in the permit. 

The Commission said that by a permit 
and order issued June 21, 1951, which 
permit became effective and had been 
in force since August 10, 1951, Midwest 
Forwarding Co. was authorized to engage 
in operations as a freight forwarder of 
raw, semi-finished and finished steel, 
sheet steel, structural steel, pig iron, 
scrap iron, copper, brass, and other non- 
ferrous metals from and to _ points 
specified in the permit. The Commission 
said in the instant order that it ap- 
peared that Midwest Forwarding Co. 
was not in compliance with the terms 
of the permit ordering that the holding 
thereof by the forwarder was condi- 
tioned on the exercise of the authority 
set forth in the permit. 





Water Rights Plea Withdrawn 


On request of the applicant in W-1096, 
Green River Valley Barge Line Co., 
Common Carrier Application, the Com- 
mission, by Commissioner Mitchell, has 
entered an order in the proceeding dis- 
missing the application seeking authority 
to operate as a common carrier by non- 

















TRAFFIC Wopy § Nove! 
self-propelled vessels with the use ot motio 
separate towing vessels in the transport. | for al 
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towing vessels in the performance of gen- 
eral towage, between ports and point 
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The Commission, division 4, by ap ott 
order in Finance No. 16575, Lacks. § subs 
wanna & Wyoming Valley Railroag § Fiat- 
Co., Reorganization, and Finance No, § SUS? 
19470, Lackawanna & Wyoming Val. et 
ley Railroad Co., Control, has con. Tr 
solidated those proceedings and as. § oral 


signed them for hearing on a com. 
mon record under the provisions of 
section 77 of the bankruptcy a¢ 
and section 5(2) of the interstat 
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commerce act, respectively, befor § assc 
Examiner John L. Bradford, on De. § Fru 
cember 11, in Washington, D.C. ton, 

In a notice issued with the order, th m... 
Commission said: Sept 
“The hearing is to be held for th § tari 
purpose of receiving evidence in support § No. 
of or in opposition to a proposed plan § Hay 
of reorganization of the Lackawanna é § sup) 
Wyoming Valley Railroad Co., debtor, & of 1 
filed with this Commission on Augus — oth 
27, 1956, in Finance Docket No. 16575, ty § rule 
The Delaware, Lackawanna and Westen § stit) 
Railroad Co., owner of approximately % @ cluc 
per cent of the debtor’s 5-per cent first § trai 
mortgage bonds, and any other plam § con 
that may be filed in accordance wit § nia 
the provisions of the aforesaid sectio § Ida 
77 at or before such hearing, and evi § Wy 
dence with respect to the applicatio E 
filed on the same date in Finance Ne § gio 
19470, by The Delaware, Lackawanna ani § ix 
Western Railroad Co. for authority up § tig, 
der the aforesaid section 5(2) to acquir rai 
control of the properties of the debte of : 
through acquisition, in the distributin cal 
of securities pursuant to the aforesail § .», 
proposed plan, of more than 50 per cem me 
of the capital stock of the reorganize § -,, 
company. Or 
“Any party who desires to propoe § wy 
a plan of reorganization (other than th § ta; 
one already filed) at or before such hear § w, 
ing, is requested to transmit 30 copie 
thereof to the Commission and to delive h 
copies to all parties not later then 1) 7 
days in advance of such hearing. Al T: 
parties to the proceedings who may dt tic 
sire to present exhibits at such hearin re 
are requested to forward 3 copies to the pe 
Commission (retaining the original for io 
introduction in evidence at the hearing) — 
and to serve copies on all parties to the he 
proceedings not later than 7 days be ec 
fore the hearing. tk 
“Receipt of this notice and the accom-§ ,; 
panying order does not constitute pet- al 
mission to participate in the proceedings. § sg, 
Parties, other than the debtor and its 


trustee, who expect to participate, and 
who have not previously been permitted 
to intervene in the proceedings before 
the Commission, should file with the 
Commission prior to the hearing, with 
copies for all parties, or present as & 
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motion paper at the hearing, with copies 
for all parties, a petition of intervention.” 





Hearing Set on Substitution 
Of Box Cars for ‘Piggyback’ 


The Commission has vacated an order 
designating for handling under modified 
procedure two proceedings that involve 
substitution of box cars for trailer-on- 
flat-car service, and has set the cases 
for hearing. 

The action was by an order by Chair- 
man Arpaia in I. and S. No. 6649, Sub- 
stitution of Rail Regular for Trailer- 
on-Flat-Car Service, and No. 32042, 
Substitution of Box Cars For Trailer-on- 
Flat-Car Service. By another order, the 
suspension order in I. and S. No. 6649 
was vacated, but the investigation pro- 
ceeding was continued. 


The proceedings were assigned for 
oral hearings December 17 at the Fed- 
eral Office Building, Civic Center, Ful- 
ton and Leavenworth streets, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., before Examiner W. W. 
Peck. 


The National Motor Freight Traffic 
Association, Inc., represented by F. G. 
Fruend and Edgar Watkins, of Washing- 
ton, D.C., was permitted to intervene. 

In I. and S. No. 6649, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
September 3, and later, to April 2, 1957, 
tariff schedules published in supplement 
No. 15 to I.C.C. No. 1583 of Agent J. P. 
Haynes, of San Francisco Calif, and in 
supplement No. 25 to I.C.C. No. 5381 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Co., and 
other tariffs, proposing to establish new 
rules and regulations providing for sub- 
stitution of rail freight car service, in- 
cluding pickup and delivery, in lieu of 
trailer-on-flat-car service at the carrier’s 
convenience, between points in Califor- 
nia, Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, Texas, 
Idaho, Oregon, Utah, Washington and 
Wyoming (T.W., Sept. 8, pp. 38 and 41). 


By an order in No. 32042, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, on the Com- 
mission’s own motion, instituted in inves- 
tigation of effective tariffs of western 
railroads providing for the substitution 
of rail box car service for trailer-on-flat- 
car service in connection with rates and 
charges applicable on interstate com- 
merce between points in Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Idaho, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming, as published in item 240 of 
tariff I.C.C. No. 919 of Agent W. R. 
Watson. 


The instant order said the Commission 
had considered a petition dated October 
ll, filed by the Rocky Mountain Motor 
Tariff Bureau, Inc., protestant, for vaca- 
tion of the Commission’s order of Sep- 
tember 18 directing modified procedure, 
and for oral hearing, and the later 
joinder in that petition by the Interstate 
Freight Carriers’ Conference, Inc., and 
by motor common carriers and water 
common carriers, all protestants. It said 
the National Motor Freight Traffic Asso- 
ciation, Inc., asked for leave to intervene 
and that there be no vacation of the 
Suspension order in I. and S. No. 6649, 
and requested oral hearing and prehear- 
ing conference. 


Suspension Order Lifted 


Later, it was announced that the Com- 
mission, division 2, acting as an appel- 
late division, by an order in No. 6649, 
had vacated and set aside the board’s 





suspension order, as of November 17, 
insofar as the order suspended operation 
of the schedules designated therein, but 
had continued the investigation proceed- 
ing in “full force and effect.” The Com- 
mission said it had considered a petition 
of the respondent railroads requesting 
vacation of the order of suspension 
(T.W., Oct, 13, p. 59). 





Arizona State Rate Order 


Vacated by Commission 


The Commission, by an order in No. 
31687, Arizona Intrastate Freight Rates 
and Charges, has vacated and set aside 
an order entered in the proceeding on 
August 31 requiring railroads operating 
in Arizona to put into effect intrastate 
rates and charges on pumice aggregate 
and volcanic cinders equal to those on 
interstate traffic as increased in Ex Parte 
No. 175, and, on sulphuric acid, rates and 
charges equal to those on interstate 
traffic as increased in Ex Parte Nos. 168 
and 175 (T.W., Sept. 15, p. 50). 

The prior order, the Commission said, 
had been issued pursuant to a statement 
in its report in the proceeding (T.W., 
April 14, p. 41) that an order carrying 
its findings into effect would be entered 
if the Arizona Corporation Commission 
failed to permit the increase in the in- 
trastate rates. 

In the instant order the Commission 
said that the state commission had peti- 
tioned for vacation of the August 31 
order and that the railroad respondents 
had advised that they had no objection 
to the request of the state commission. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 
mean that all schedules in it have been 
Suspen- 


suspended by the Commission. 
sion orders contain many schedules not 


reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 


I. and S. No. 6677, All-Freight—Utah 
to Nevada, the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from November 
12, and later, to and including June 11, 
1957, schedules published in supplements 
19 and 20 to tariff I.C.C. 1580 of J. P. 
Haynes, agent, San Francisco, Calif. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
reduced all rail commodity rates on 
freight, all kinds, any-quantity, from 
certain Utah stations, including Salt 
Lake City and Ogden, to McGill, East 
Ely, Ruth and Kimberly, Nev. 


I. and S. No. 6678, Paints—Springdale, 
Pa., to Youngstown, O., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 10 to and including June 9, 
1957, schedules published in supplements 
26, 27 and 29 to I.C.C. No. 3463 of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish a 
new rail carload commodity rate on paint 
or paint materials from Springdale, Pa., 
to Youngstown, O. 


I. and S. M-9113, Rice and Rice By- 
Products—Ark. to Fla., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 10, to and including June 9, 
1957, schedules published in schedule MF- 
I.C.C. No. 1 of J. W. Jacks, doing business 
as Arkansas-Florida Freight Line, Brink- 
ley, Ark. The suspended schedule pro- 
poses to establish new motor contract 
carrier commodity rates on rice and rice 
by-products, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
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from Cross and Poinsett counties, Ark. 
to points in Florida. 

I. and S. M-9114, Lamps—From St. 
Louis to Chicago, the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from November 
8, and later, to and including June 7, 
1957, schedules published on original 
page 34-D and first revised page 34-D 
to tariff, MF-I.C.C. No. 9 issued by Craig 
Trucking, Inc., Albany, Ind. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish a 
reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rate on electric incandescent 
lamps, from St. Louis, Mo., to Chicago, 
Tll., minimum 12,000 pounds, in lieu of 
@ presently effective class rate. 

I. and S. M-9115, Pickup and Delivery 
Allowance at Detroit, Mich., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspensoin, suspended 
from November 9 to and including June 
8, 1957, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 62 to MF-I.C.C. No. 670 and 
in supplements to other publications of 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Inc., agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish an in- 
creased allowance in lieu of pickup 
and/or delivery service when performed 
by consignor and/or consignee at Detroit, 
Mich., on shipments moving at less- 
truckload rates for account of Con- 
solidated Freight Co., or certain other 
motor common Carriers. 

I. and S. M-9116, Drugs, Chemicals— 
West Point, Pa., to Boston, Mass., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 10 to and in- 
cluding June 9, 1957, schedules published 
in supplement 37 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-745 
of Middle Atlantic Conference, agent, of 
Washington, D.C. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish a new motor 
common carrier commodity rate on drugs, 
medicines or chemicals, N.O.I., released 
value not to exceed 50 cents a pound, 
minimum 28,000 pounds, from West Point, 
Pa., to Boston, Mass. 

I. and S. M-9117, Chemicals and Feed 
E. J. Scannell, Inc., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 10 to and including June 9, 
1957, schedules published in supplement 
No. 17 to MF-I.C.C. No. 30 of E. J. Scan- 
nell, Inc., Somerville, Mass. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new or reduced motor common carrier 
volume commodity rates’ on titanium 
dioxide, minimum 35,000 pounds, from 
Baltimore, Md., to Boston, Mass., and 
on animal or poultry feed, minimum 
32,000 pounds, from Boston to Baltimore. 

I. and S. M-$118, Storage Batteries— 
Twin Cities to Iowa and IIl., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 10, to and including June 
9, 1957, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 8 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 274 
of Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new 
motor common carrier commodity rates 
on electric storage batteries and parts 
thereof, on less-than-truckload ship- 
ments, and on volume shipments of 5,000, 
10,000 and 30,000 pounds, from Twin 
Cities, Minn., to Cedar Falls, Cedar 
Rapids, Clinton, Dubuque and Waterloo, 
Ia., and the Tri Cities, Ia.-Tll. 

I. and S. M-9119, Cement—Maryneal, 
Tex., to New Mexico, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 12 to and including June 11, 
1957, schedules published in MF-I.C.C. 
No. 2 of Chemical Express, Dallas, Tex. 
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The suspended schedules propose new 
motor contract carrier minimum rates 
on cement, in bulk, minimum 34,000 
pounds, from Maryneal, Tex. to points 
in New Mexico. 

I. and S. M-9120, Cellulose Film—Olin, 
Ind., to Chicago, Ill., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 15. to and including June 14, 
1957, schedules published in supplement 
No. 52 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 824 of Cen- 
tral States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a new 
motor common carrier commodity rate 
on cellulose film, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
from Olin, Ind. to Chicago, Til. 

I. and S. M-9121, Pulpboard—Rich- 
mond, Va., to Md. and D.C., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 13 to and including June 
12, 1957, schedules published in supple- 
ments Nos. 53 and 55 to Middle Atlantic 
Conference, agent’s tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
A-704. The suspended motor common 
carrier schedules proposed to reduce the 
less-truckload commodity rates on fibre- 
board or pulpboard, not corrugated or in- 
dented, from Richmond, Va., to Balti- 
more, Md., and Washington, D.C., and 
related points. 

I. and S. M-9122, Acid—Pittsburgh to 
New York and New Jersey, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 12, to and including June 
11, 1957, schedules published on sixth 
revised page No. 88 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. A-107 of Transamerican Freight 
Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich. The sus- 
pended schedules propose new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
phthalic anhydride acid, in packages, 
minimum 23,000 pounds, from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., to Bound Brook and Plainfield, N.J., 
and New York, zones 1 and 2, N.Y., in 
lieu of higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-9123, Tobacco—Virginia to 
Pennsylvania, the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from November 
13, and later, to and including June 12, 
1957, schedules published in supplements 
Nos. 53 and 55 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-704 
of Middle Atlantic Conference, agent, 
Washington, D.C. The suspended sched- 
ules propose a reduced truckload mini- 
mum weight of 20,000 pounds in connec- 
tion with motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on unmanufactured tobacco, 
minimum now 23,000 pounds, from Nor- 
folk and Petersburg, Va., to Ashley, 
Scranton, and Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 

I. and S. M-9124, Addition of Chewing 
Gum to list of Foodstuffs, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 12 to and including June 
11, 1957, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 15 to MF-I.C.C. No. 41 of Long 
Transportation Company, Detroit, Mich. 
The suspended schedules propose to add 
the term “chewing gum” to the list nam- 
ing various canned or preserved food- 
stufis, and other articles, on which re- 
spondent published motor common 
carrier commodity rates from points in 
New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
to points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan 
and Ohio. 

I. and S. M-9125, Exceptions and Stop- 
Off Rule—E. J. Scannell, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 10, to and including June 
9, 1957, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 21 to tariff, MF-I.C.C. No. 27, 
issued by E. J. Scannell, Inc., Somerville, 


Mass. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish, for general application in 
Middle Atlantic and New England Terri- 
tories, a reduced motor common carrier 
exceptions rating on chromium sulphate, 
basic, dry, in 5-ply paper bags, double 
bags, or in barrels; also a reduced rate 
and minimum charge per stop-off to 
complete loading or to partially unload. 

I. and S. M-9126, Printed Matter—Be- 
tween Louisville and Knoxville, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 14 to and including June 
13, 1957, schedules published in Supple- 
ment No. 78 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 797 
of Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con- 
ference, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The sus- 
pended schedules propose a new motor 
common carrier commodity rate on new 
or old magazines or periodicals, or covers 
or parts thereof, having value for credit, 
in packages, less-truckloads, between 
Louisville, Ky., and Knoxville, Tenn., in 
lieu of higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-9127, Copper Powder and 
Tile—Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., 
Agent, the Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, suspended from November 15 
to and including June 14, 1957, schedules 
published in supplements Nos. 98, 101, 
and 102 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 83 of 
Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Cleveland, O. To supersede higher class 
rates, the suspended schedules propose 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on copper powder, minima 40,000 
and 80,000 pounds, from Carteret, N.J. 
to Detroit, Mich. and composition or 
plastic tile, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
from Sheboygan, Wis., to Newark, N.J. 

I. and S. M-9128, Commodities—Vari- 
ous—Central Territory—Hinchcliff, the 
Commission Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 15 to and includ- 
ing June 14, 1957, schedules published 
in supplement No. 52 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 824, and supplement No. 18 to tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 810 of the Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chi- 
cago, Ill. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to effect broad reductions in motor 
common carrier commodity rates, truck- 
load and less-than-truckload, between 
points in Central Territory, generally 
between Indianapolis, and other points 
in Indiana, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Chicago, Ill., and Cincinnati, O. 

I. and S. M-9130, Machinery and Parts 
—Connecticut to Pa. and N.Y., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 15, and later, to and in- 
cluding June 14, 1957, schedules pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 30 and 33 to 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. A-740, and in sup- 
plement No. 37 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
A-745, of Middle Atlantic Conference, 
agent, Washington, D.C. The suspended 
schedules proposed new motor common 
carrier commodity rates on machinery 
or machines, or parts named; iron or 
steel castings or forgings; and, tools, 
N.O.I., less-truckloads, and truckloads, 
minimum 12,000 pounds, from points in 
Connecticut to points in Pennsylvania 
and New York, in lieu of present class 
rates. 

I. and S. M-9131, Brass, Bronze or 
Copper Articles—Warren, O., to Central 
Territory, the Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, suspended from November 15, 
to and including June 14, 1957, schedules 
published in supplement No. 18 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. 810 of Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chicago, 
Tll. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on brass, bronze or 
copper articles, minima 24,000 and 30,000 
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pounds, from Warren, O., to Chicago o 
Ill., St. Louis, Mo., four points in Indian, § °r"e 
and four points in Michigan. & Ml. 

I. and S. M-9132, Brick and Relate |.) . 
Articles—Philadelphia, Pa., to Ohio, th: ) i. 
Commission, Board of Suspensio Wash 

p Nn, Sus. 
pended from November 16 to and in. § wva 
cluding June 15, 1957, schedules pyp. "ee 
lished in supplement No. 63 to MF-I.¢¢ § Ne». 
No. 19 of Atlantic Freight Lines, Ine a é 
Uniontown, Pa. The suspended scheduk § 1.4 
proposed to establish reduced moto ay 
common carrier commodity rates op, § —Bal 
brick and related articles, minimum 39. Le 
000 pounds, from Philadelphia, Pa, j) § ©" 
points in Ohio. Ind. 

I. and S. M-9133, Angles, Beams, Chap. Lé 
nels—Pa., to Ohio and W.Va., the Com. § ‘, 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspendej § va. « 
from November 15 to and including Jun I. 
14, 1957, schedules published in supple. § *"?" 
ment No. 8 to MF-I.C.C. No. 7 of J, p & part: 
Graham, Jr., doing business as J, p MC 
Graham Transfer, Rochester, Pa. The § ;iers 
suspended motor common carrier sched. § tion 
ules propose to establish new and reduced oor! 
commodity rates on iron or steel arti- § tion 
cles, viz., angles, beams and channek § man 
minimum 32,000 pounds, from Philadel. Mi 
phia, and Aliquippa, Pa., to points in § serv 
Ohio and West Virginia. pora 

I. and S. M-9134, Magazines, Periodi- Mi 
cals—Phila., Pa. to Columbus O., the § Cor 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- = 
pended from November 16 to and includ. en 
ing June 15, 1957, schedules publishei 
in supplement No. 63 to MF-I.C.C. No, = 
19 of Atlantic Freight Lines, Inc. o § con: 
Uniontown, Pa. The suspended sched- § sch 
ules propose to establish reduced mote W 
common carrier commodity rates a § —c 
magazines and periodicals, minimun § oral 
32,000 pounds, from Philadelphia, Ps E 
to Columbus, O. str 

ten: 
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COMMISSION ORDERS iro 
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Applications having not been the subjec § Co. 
of formal hearings and applicants havin — Sec 
requested dismissal of their applications, th the 
Commission has issued an order dismissin 
the applications in the following: y 

MC-64932, Sub. 221, Rogers Cartage Co. cle 

MC-75840, Sub. 110, Malone Freight Line, @ T& 
Inc. 

MC-106603, Sub. 46, Direct Transit Line -, 
Inc. e s ¢ rec 

MC-C-1685, Collect Tank Lines v. R. 2 cee 
“Dick” Wilson, Inc.; MC-9895, R. B. “Dick Cu 
Wilson, Inc., Interpretation of Certificate All 
MC-9895, Sub. 1, R. B. Wilson, Colo.-Kan- 
Wyo., Extension of Operations; MC-989 ] 
Sub. 7, Same, Extension of Operations; MC an 
9895, Sub. 8, Same—Extension of Operation rec 
—Evergreen, Colo.; MC-9895, Sub. 53, Sam cer 
—Extension Wyoming Refineries; MC-98% @ U. 
Sub. 65, Same—Extension—Neb.; MC-98% an 
Sub. 68, Same—Extension—Rangely; am 
MC-89058, C. M. Mock, Common Carrit ) 
Application. Proceedings reopened on Cot Ww 
mission’s own motion for consolidated om Cc 
hearing at a time and place to be fixed. 

= - * ” 

MC-F-5673, Joint Northeastern Motor Ca-@ 
rier Association, Inc. v. Marine Forwardils, Re 
Inc., et al. (Sup.) Time within which & J. 
quirements of order of Sept. 8, 1955 shill T 
be met, extended to Dec. 1. al 

* * * ol 

MC-FC-56563, Clarence Booth—Purchast- ds 
Ivan Hix. Petition of Buckingham Tras 
portation, Inc. for reconsideration dismissé 
at its request because the application B M 
MC-F-5792, Milo H. Barber—Control; Barbe J 
Transportation Co.—Purchase (Portion) fc 


Buckingham Transportation, 
granted. 


Inc., was 


* * ~ 


No. 30538, Muskingum Fiber Products (0. 
v. C. & O., et al.; No. 30538, Sub. 4, Same 
v. W. & L. E., et al. Defendants directed 
to pay reparation to complainant on 
before Dec. 18. 






ores 





* * * 
Respondents having canceled 


fone 
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I. & S. 6660, Foodstuffs—Pittsburgh, Pa. 


d Du Lac, Wis. 
7 or M-8753, Castings & Forgings—Mich. 
. Tl. to Ml. 
_* S. M-8821, Roofing—Chicago Heights, 
Wis. 
« * S. M-8837, Paper or Paper Articles—- 


sh. to Kan. & Mo. 
Wash, ‘5. M-8861, Stop-Off at Wheeling, 
W.Va—Partial Unloading. 

1. & S. M-8881, Frozen Foods—Fremont, 
Neb. to Chicago, Il. 

I. & S. M-8895, Paints—O., Ind., Ky., Wis.., 
mi. to Ky., Ill., O., Ind. __ 

I. & S. M-8917, Import Pipe—Newport News 

Va. 
* & S. M-8925, Bottle Caps & Dairy Prod. 
—Baltimore, Md. to Conn., Mass. & RI. 

I. & S. M-8929, Tractors—East Moline to 
Little Rock. 

I. & S. M-8937, Lawn Mowers—Richmond, 
Ind. to Chicago, Ill. 

I. & S. M-8939, Lead and Zinc—New York, 
N.Y. to Belle Mead, N.J.- 

I. & S. M-8973, Small Shipments—Between 
Va. & N.C 

I. & S. M-8975, Road Making Machinery— 
From Ill. to Minn. . 

Il. & S. M-9013, Aluminum Automobile 
Parts—Sandusky, O. to Detroit. 

™ t* 


MC-115764, Sub. 2 TA, Pioneer Bulk Car- 
riers. Applicant's request for waiver of Sec- 
tion 2.2(a) of order of Sept. 15, 1954, for 
purpose of continuing in effect temporary 
authority granted pending final determina- 
tion of application for corresponding per- 
manent authority, denied. 

1 


MC-116109, Sub. 1 TA, Kansas City Tow 
Service. Order of Sept. 4, denying tem- 
porary authority, vacated. 

ce * * 


MC-C-1613, Albrent Freight and Storage 
Corp. and Steffke Freight Co. v. Neuendorf 
Transportation Co. Compliance date of cease 
and desist order of Jan. 10 further post- 
poned until further order of Commission. 

> al 


I. & S. M-8478, Paving & Roofing Material 
—Chicago Heights to Ky. Proceeding dis- 
continued because cancellation of suspended 
schedules was effected on Oct. 11. 

* * ca 


W-1055, Sub. 1, Alaska Freight Lines, Inc. 
—Common Carrier Application. Request for 
oral argument denied. 

* * * 

Ex Parte 171, Rules, Standards and In- 
structions for Installation, Inspection, Main- 
tenance and Repair of Automatic Block 
Signal Systems, Interlocking, Traffic Control 
Systems. Automatic Train Stop, Train Con- 
trol and Cab Signal Systems, and other 
Similar Appliances, Methods and Systems, 
Texas and New Orleans R.R. Co. Time 
within which Texas and New Orleans R.R. 
Co. is required to comply with provisions of 
Section 136.204 of order of June 29, 1950 fur- 
ther extended to Oct. 1, 1957. 

* * * 

MC-C-1514, Brass, Bronze, and Copper Arti- 
cles—Central Territory. Effective date of 
recommended order postponed to Nov. 20. 

ca * * 


MC-C-2017, Paints & Chemicals—Bet. N.Y., 
N.J. and Ill. Points. Order of Sept. 10 di- 
recting modified procedure vacated. Pro- 
ceeding assigned for hearing Dec. 12, at U.S. 
Custom House, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
Albert E. Luttrell. 

7 * * 

I. & S. M-8860, Commodity Rates—N.J. 
and N.Y. to Chicago. Order of Sept. 10 di- 
recting modified procedure vacated. Pro- 
ceeding assigned for hearing on Dec. 12, at 
U.S. Custom House, Chicago, IIl., before Ex- 
aminer Albert E. Luttrell. 

a * * 


I. & S. M-8891, Farm Supplies, Chicago to 

Wis. Petition of J. H. Nowinsky Trucking 

Co. for vacation of suspension order denied. 
* * © 


MC-F-5909, Lester J. Lishon, Sr., et al.— 
Control: Dairy Transport Co.—Purchase— 
Rex Tank Service, Inc. Petition of Lester 

Lishon, Sr., Emma Lishon, and Dairy 
Transport Co., for reconsideration, or in 
alternative, further hearing denied and 


order of June 22 shall become effective 60 
days from Nov. 1. 
- * = 


G. H. McCormick—Control; 
McCormick Dray Line, Inc.—Purchase— 
John Lovell. Petition of Smith’s Truck Lines 
for reconsideration denied and order of July 
19 to become effective Oct. 31. 

* 7 


MC-F-5975, 


* 


I. & S. 6177, Crude Sulphur from La. and 
Tex. to Va.; F.S.A. 28762, Crude Sulphur— 


La. and Tex. to Va. Request for oral argu- 
ment denied. 


* * * 


MC-2229, Sub. 71, Red Ball Motor Freight, 
Inc., Extension—Hugo, Okla. Petition of 
England Bros. Truck Line, Inc. for reconsid- 
eration denied. 





Applications having not been the subject 
of formal hearings and applicants having 
requested dismissal of their applications, 
the Commission has issued orders dismiss- 
ing the applications in the following: 

MC-2589, Sub. 14, C.A.B.Y. Transportation 


Co. 
MC-12647, N. Dale Lightner. 
MC-29780, Sub. 6, Harris Truck Line. 
MC-93003, Sub. 34, Carroll Trucking Co. 


MC-8681, Sub. 45, Western Auto Trans- 
ports, Inc. ' 

MC-17793, Sub. 12, Foster Freight Lines, 
Inc. 


MC-30126, Sub. 8, Louis N. Villalante. 

MC-60868, Sub. 8, Ruffalo’s Trucking-Serv- 
ice, Inc. 

MC-116054, 


McKenzie Transport Leasing 
Co., Inc. 


* * # 


MC-39123, Sub. 3, Masters Fast Freight 
Service, Inc., Extension—Hoboken. Appli- 
cant’s petition for further hearing denied. 

x - a 


MC-52458, Sub. 134, T. I. McCormack 
Trucking Co., Inc., Extension—Atlas Point, 
Del. Petition of Krajack Tank Lines, Inc. 
for further hearing denied. 

cd a + 

MC-60303, Sub. 5, Roy Barsh Extension— 
Glass Containers. Applicant’s petition for 
reconsideration, further hearing, or further 
consideration under the shortened proce- 
dure: and for such other relief as may be 
indicated under Rule 102 of Commission’s 
General Rules of Practice denied. 

= + an 


MC-75623, Stewart Truck Line 
Tracy Martin Stewart). Certificate amended, 
by authorizing applicant to serve points 
within three miles of Gaston, Ore., as off- 
route points in connection with his pres- 
ently authorized regular route operations 
between Portland, Ore., and Gaston, Ore. 

* * * 

MC-88161, Sub. 46, Inland Petroleum Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., Extension—Sulphuric 
Acid. Proceeding reopened for reconsidera- 
tion on present record. 

~ 


(Formerly 


” 


MC-95540, Sub. 265, Watkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., Extension—Wine. Applicant’s petition 
for reconsideration denied. 

an ” ~ 


MC-108671, Sub. 14, Tarbet Trucking, Inc. 
Application dismissed at applicant’s request. 
+” * * 


MC-115248, Mitchell Tobler Common Car- 
rier Application. Applicant’s petition for re- 
consideration denied. 

~*~ = - 

I. & S. M-9090, Plastics, Machinery, Photo. 
Supplies—Md., NJ., Ill. & N.Y. Order of 
Nov. 1 directing modified procedure vacated. 
Proceeding assigned for hearing on Dec. 12, 
at U.S. Custom House, Chicago, Ill., before 
Examiner Albert E. Luttrell. ; 

* - * 


MC-F-5959, Abram J. Novick—Control; 
Novick Transfer Co., Inc.—Purchase—O. R. 
Clem. Effective date of order of June 12 


denying application and terminating tem- 
porary authority, further postponed to 
Dec. 6. 
* * a 

MC-F-6273, Murphy Motor Freight Lines, 
Inc.—Control and Merger—Hess Motor Ex- 
press, Inc. Petitions of Chippewa Motor 
Freight, Inc., et al. and Dakota Transfer & 
Storage Co., et al. for oral hearing denied. 
Gateway Transportation Co. withdrawn from 
petition. 


ORDERS STAYED 


Notice of stay of the order in each of 
the proceedings shown below, in accord- 
ance with section 17(8) of the interstate 
commerce act, has been issued by the 
Secretary of the Commission. Section 
17(8) provides for stay of a decision or 


order of an individual commissioner, a 
division, or a board until action has been 
taken on petitions for rehearing,- reargu- 
ment or reconsideration filed before the 


effective date of the order. The Com- 
mission’s Secretary issues such notice 
under a delegation of authority by the 
Commission. 


I. & S. 6495, Routing—Cancellation—Phos- 
phate Rock—SAL-ACL. Order of Sept. 26 
stayed pending disposition of resnondent’s 
petition for reopening, reconsideration, and 
oral argument. 

“ * ~ 

Finance 18781, New York Central R.R. Co. 
Ferry Abandonment. Certificate of Sept. 27 
stayed pending disposition of petitions for 
reconsideration by. entire | Commission. 

I. & S. M-7730, Facing or Flooring Tile— 
Malone Freight Lines, Inc. Order of Aug. 
15 stayed pending disposition of petition of 
Armstrong Cork Co. for reconsideration. 
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MODIFIED PROCEDURE CASES 


Published under this heading are 
digests of Commission orders assigning 
cases for handling under modified pro- 
cedure. Each listing shows one date. 
That is the date on or before which 
complainants (in complaint cases) or re- 
spondents (in investigation and suspen- 


sion cases) must file statements of facts 


and arguments. Under the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice, statements by 
defendants (in complaint cases) or prot- 
estants (in investigation and suspension 
cases) are due 30 days from the date 
shown, after which 10 days are allowed 
for the filing of replies by complainants 
or respondents. 


December 12—I. & S. M-8962, Phonograph 
Records—Ind,. to Chicago, Ill. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9049, Chalk—Camden, 
N.J. to Middletown, Conn. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9050, Petroleum Prod- 
ucts—Ted Lough Hauling, Inc. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9051, Feed—New 
Richmond, Wis. to Minn. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9052, Automobile 
Parts—Between Chicago and Cleveland. 
December 12—I. & S. M-9054, Anti-Freeze 

—Joliet, Ill. to RI. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9055, Fibreboard and 
Pulpboard—Bellows Falls, Vt. to Albany. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9056, Service Boxes— 
Wyoming, Pa. to New York City. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9058, Phosphoric Acid 
—N.J. to N.Y. & New England. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9059, Ratings on 
Machinery—Eastern Territory. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9060, Iron or Steel 
—Cleveland to La Porte, Ind. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9061, Frit and Printed 
Matter—E. J. Scannell, Inc. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9062, Aluminum 
Castings—Cleveland to Ft. Wayne, Ind. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9063, Cleaning Com- 
pounds—Between Los Angeles and Ore. and 
Wash. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9064, Iron or Steel 
—Defiance, O. to Lansing, Mich. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9065, Bakery Goods 
—Grand Rapids, Mich. to Wis. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9067, Box Shook 
from Oamak, Wash. to Sioux Falls, S.D. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9068, Chemicals— 
Baltimore, Md. to O. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9069, Beverages & 
Empty Containers—Between Points in the 
West. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9070, Water Heaters, 
Ete.—La Porte, Ind. to Wis. 

December 12—I. & S. M-9071, Glass Glazing 
Units—Toledo, O. to Milwaukee, Wis. 

December 20—MC-C-2046, Asbestos Manufac- 
turing Co. v. Lime City Trucking Co. 

December 20—MC-C-2048, Brown Bridge Mills, 
Inc. v. Security Cartage Co., Inc., et al. 

December 20—MC-C-2049, Brown Bridge Mills, 
Inc. v. Albrent Freight and Storage Co., 
et al. 

December 20—MC-C-2050, McCord Transfer 
v. Arnold Ligon Truck Line. 





Applications 
and Petitions 





Rail Plea for ‘Emergency’ 
7 Per Cent Rate Increase 
In East and West Opposed 


Opposition to a motion of eastern 
and western railroads for an emer- 
gency 7 per cent increase in freight 
rates, with “holddowns” and excep- 
tions, is expressed in pleadings filed 
with the Commission. 


The motion, under consideration in Ex 
Parte 206, Increased Freight Rates, East- 
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ern and Western Territories, 1956, is 
scheduled for hearing in Kansas City, 
Mo., on November 26 and for oral argu- 
ment in Kansas City on December 3. 
The railroads had asked for the increase 
without hearing (T.W., Nov. 10, pp. 15 
and 23). 

The Texas Industrial Traffic League, 
in a motion filed in the proceeding, asked 
the Commission to require the railroads 
to submit additional evidence to show 
“(a) facts relied on to show that the 
railroads are being operated under hon- 
est, economical and efficient manage- 
ment, (b) the extent to which alleged 
inadequate earnings are caused by fail- 
ure to furnish cars ordered and needed 
by shippers, (c) the extent to which 
operating expenses could be reduced by 
consolidation of terminal facilities, rail- 
roads and railroad systems, (d) the extent 
to which revenues can be increased by 
abandoning obsolete stations, shops and 
other facilities, (e) the money spent for 
entertainment, gifts and other similar 
items during the year, 1956.” 

The Liquefield Petroleum Gas Asso- 
ciation, Inc., in reply to the railroad 
motion, said that the “hasty procedure 
requested by the railroads deprives the 
shippers and receivers of freight of an 
opportunity to clearly and effectively 
present their position and an opportunity 
to be heard or participate in rule making 
drastically affecting their interests.” 


‘Opposition to Motion 


The Commission announced late on 
November 9 that a hearing on the re- 
quest of railroads for an “emergency” 7 
per cent freight rate increase scheduled 
to be held before division 2 in Chicago 
on November 26 would instead, be held 
on that date in Kansas City, Mo., be- 
cause of lack of hotel facilities in Chi- 
cago (T.W., Nov. 10, pp. 15 and 23). 

Oral argument scheduled to be held on 
December 3 in Chicago would now take 
place on that date in Kansas City, the 
Commission said in a notice issued in 
Ex Parte 206, Increased Freight Rates, 
Eastern and Western Territories, 1956. 

Text of the notice follows 

“A change has been made in the place 
of hearing on the motion filed on No- 
vember 6, 1956, by the petitioning rail- 
roads in the above-entitled proceeding 
for authority to increase freight rates 
and charges in the amount of 7 per cent, 
with certain exceptions, within, from, to, 
and via Eastern and Western territories, 
now set before division 2 on November 
26, 1956, at Chicago, Ill. Instead of Chi- 
cago, the hearing will be held before 
division 2 on November 26, 1956, at the 
New Pickwick Hotel, McGee and Tenth 
Streets, Kansas City, Mo., commencing 
at 10:00 o’clock a.m., United States 
standard time. 

“The Commission oral argument on 
the above motion now set for Chicago, 
Tll., on December 3, 1956, instead will be 
held commencing at 10:00 o’clock a.m., 
United States standard time, at the New 
Pickwick Hotel, McGee and Tenth 
Streets, Kansas City Mo., on December 
3, 1956. 

“The above changes are necessitated 
because of lack of hotel facilities at Chi- 
cago on the scheduled dates.” 


Atlanta Bureau Opposes Motion 


The Atlanta Freight Bureau, in reply 
to the motion of eastern and western 


railroads for an emergency 7 per cent 
freight rate increase, said that with due 
regard for the right of the carriers to 
sufficient revenue to enable them to pro- 
vide and maintain an efficient transpor- 
tation service and for the statutory re- 
sponsibility of the Commission in that 
behalf, it felt that “the Commission 
should not be stampeded into authoriz- 
ing an emergency increase.” 

The bureau asserted that “more de- 
liberate and extensive procedure is nec- 
essary in the circumstances for shipper 
protection,” and added that no increase 
in freight rates and charges should be 
granted “without any hearing.” 


Motor Rate Conference Asks 
Expedited 1.C.C. Procedure 


In Southern Increase Case 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference, Inc., has petitioned the 
Commission for an order establish- 
ing expedited procedure in MC-C- 
2015, Southern Motor Rate Increases 
—1956. 


In this proceeding, the Commission 
instituted an investigation into rates 
and charges of all motor common car- 
riers of general commodities, with cer- 
tain exceptions, intraterritorially with- 
in Southern Territory and _ interterri- 
torially between the east and south 
(T.W., Aug. 25, p. 52, Sept. 15, p. 54, and 
Sept. 22, p. 48, and Oct. 27, p. 67). 

The conference, which had petitioned 
earlier for the investigation, described 
the proceeding as an investigation to 
determine whether an order should be 
issued requiring all motor common car- 
riers that had not applied a general in- 
crease of six per cent to their volume 
or truckload rates to increase such rates 
by six per cent over the level of rates 
maintained by such carriers on intra- 
territorial traffic within Southern Terri- 
tory on July 15, and on interterritorial 
traffic between Southern and Eastern 
territories in effect on July 1. 


Need for Speed Stressed 


After observing that the investigation 
had been assigned for hearing in At- 
lanta, Ga., on December 17, before Ex- 
aminer George B. Vandiver, the con- 
ference said: 

“A determination of this case as quickly 
as possible is essential to the motor com- 
mon carrier industry in this area and 
is of utmost importance to all persons 
interested in the case and affected by 
the application or non-application of the 
6 per cent general increase. Unless a 
quick decision is reached, one way or 
the other, the chaotic condition now 
existing will worsen and the common car- 
rier transportation system will be im- 
paired.” 

The conference asserted that normal 
procedure in the case, which it described, 
would be “so time-consuming as to result 
in the probability of no final decision 
in this vitally important matter under 12 
to 18 months.” 

“Economic conditions today are such 
that the motor common carrier industry 
operating in this area cannot possibly 
wait a decision in this proceeding for 
such an extended length of time,” the 
conference said. “It is not believed that 
even those who might have contrary 
views to those of the parties supporting 





TRAFFIC Wopiy 


the relief sought reasonably could desire 
this litigation to extend over Such a 
period of time.” 


Would Bar Division Report 


The conference asked the Commission 
to enter an order eliminating a recom. 
mended or proposed report by its ey. 





aminer and eliminating oral argumen; Mi 
and a report by a Commission division) ®!! 
“Stated differently,” the confereng, ane 
continued, “petitioner prays that the ep. ies 
tire Commission will consider this pro. Hod 
ceeding immediately following the clog se 
of the hearing herein, without the jp. ~ 
tervention of examiner and division re. a 
ports, subject, of course, to the filing of hs 
briefs and oral argument before the ep. fan 
tire Commission as parties hereto may poe 
request and the Commission may deen rn 
proper and appropriate.” oa 
T 
a . roa 
State Commissioners Ask I~ 
Handling of Ex Parte 206 } ® 
Under General Procedure - 
The Midwest Association of Rail. § ™i 
road and Utilities Commissioners, the A 
Southeastern Association of Railroad § se 
Commissioners, the Railroad Com. § Se 
mission of Texas and the Corporation § 5* 
Commission of Oklahoma, have filed Pi 
a joint petition with the Commission § tp 
in Ex Parte No. 206, Increased Freight § in 
Rates, Eastern and Western Terri-— © 
tories, 1956, asking the Lc. wf} } 
handle the request of eastern ani— n 
western railroads for a 15 per cent} tt 
general freight rate increase unde § P 
its general rules of procedure, with . 
regional hearings. The joint petition § si 
was filed on behalf of 21 state com-§ s 
missions. r 
The Commission issued an order in th § p 
proceeding on November 7 which pro. I 
vided for a hearing in Salt Lake City, r 
Utah, on February 4, in addition to th 8 
hearing now set for January 24 in Wash- € 
ington, D.C. The Commission said th t 
Salt Lake City hearing was to provide fe ' 


the cross-examining of persons filin 
verified statements and was institutei 
after acting on other petitions request 
ing regional hearings and other relie! 

The petition filed on behalf of the 1 
state commissions said that the Commis 
sion should modify its order of October! 
in the proceeding setting a hearing unde 
modified procedure, because, it wa 
stated, the shortened procedure did n¢ 
afford protestants the full hearing cor: 
templated by the interstate commert 
act. and the administrative procedure 
act; the order of special procedure did 
not grant protstants adequate time with- 
in which to meet the issues raised by the 
carriers’ petition; regional hearings were 
imperative if the public was to be given 
a fair opportunity to be heard; and no 
emergency was claimed and none existed 
to justify the “expedited skeleton-type 
procedure” provided under the order. 

Among other things, the state com- 
missions said: 

“Organization cannot be accomplished 
over night. The moment a petition 4s 
filed before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, a large group of state com- 
missioners cannot immediately lay aside 
all pending matters and rush into the 
complicated subject of organizing a de- 
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fense against what may well be the most 
important proceedings ever to come be- 
fore the Commission. Some time is re- 
quired even to perfect a working organi- 
zation. Any reasonable person must 
accept this fact.” 

Members of the Midwest Association of 
Railroad and Utilities Commissioners 
listed in the application were: The Pub- 
lic Service Commission of North Dakota, 
the Public Service Commission of South 
Dakota, the Nebraska State Railway 
Commission, the State Corporation Com- 
mission of Kansas, the Railroad and 
Warehouse Commission of the State of 
Minnesota, the Wisconsin Public Service 
Commission, the Iowa State Commerce 
Commission, the Missouri Public Service 
Commission, and the Arkansas Public 
Service Commission. 

The Southeastern Association of Rail- 
road and Utilities Commissioners listed 
the following members: The Alabama 
Public Service Commission, the Florida 
Railroad and Public Utilities Commis- 
sion, the Georgia Public Service Com- 
mission, the Kentucky Railroad Commis- 
sion, the Louisiana Public Service Com- 
mission, the Mississippi Public Service 
Commission, the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission, the South Carolina Public 
Service Commission, the Tennesse Public 
Service Commission, and the Virginia 
State Corporation Commission. 

Petitions have also been filed by the 
Public Utilities Commission of Oregon, 
the Public Service Commission of Wash- 
ington, and the Vegetable Oil Products 
Co., and Cinch Products, Inc., both of 
Los Angeles, Calif. Earlier, the Public 
Utilities Commission of California and 
numerous other shippers and manufac- 
turing companies filed petitions in that 
proceeding (T.W., Nov. 10, pp. 15, 17 
and 23, and Nov. 3, p. 61). 

The Oregon and Washington commis- 
sions filed a joint petition in which they 
said: 

“In summary, the issues raised in Ex 
Parte No. 206 are far too important to 
be considered under expedited procedure. 
Haste is unnecessary. The special rules 
are a source of disadvantage to shippers 
and to state commissions and are consid- 
erably more unsatisfactory to persons on 
the west coast than to those in other 
parts of the country.” 

The state commissions asked the I.C.C. 
to provide for full public hearings in 
keeping with its general rules of practice 
and also provide for a public hearing 
at Portland, Ore., or Seattle, Wash. 

Vegetable Oil Products Co. and Cinch 
Products Inc., in separate petitions, asked 
the Commission to modify its order of 
October 1 in the proceeding so as to 
vacate the provisions of paragraph 3 
thereof which set forth special rules of 
practice and procedure, or in lieu there- 
of, authorize the application of the 
Commission’s general rules of practice 
and procedure; provide for regional hear- 
ings for the purpose of obtaining testi- 
mony of interested parties and for cross- 
examination of petitioners’ witnesses; 
and vacate the dates fixed for filing 
verified statements, for cross-examina- 
tion, for oral argument and for filing 
of briefs. 


Rails Ask to Readjust Rate 
On Superphosphate in N.C. 


The Southern Railway Co. and the 
Seaboard Air Line Railroad Co., by a 
petition for modification of the out- 


standing order in No. 31479, North Caro- 
lina Intrastate Freight Rates and 
Charges, have asked the Commission to 
permit them to readjust their intrastate 
rate on superphosphate from Greensboro 
and Navassa, N.C., to Statesville, N.C., to 
levels of $1.70 and $3.87 a net ton, re- 
spectively, without the increase author- 
ized in Ex Parte 175, Increased Freight 
Rates, 1951. 

The railroads said that a fertilizer 
dealer at Statesville had stated that, 
unless the rate from Greensboro was 
readjusted, he would resort to truck 
service for the short haul. They said 
the present rate from Greensboro was 
$2.09 a net ton, which included the 15 
per cent increase authorized in Ex Parte 
175. The railroads said they proposed 
to reduce the rate to $1.70 a net ton, not 
subject to the Ex Parte 175 increase, 
the proposed rate reflecting 81.3 per cent 
of the normal rate. 

“A situation similar to that existing 
between Greensboro and Statesville ex- 
ists between Navassa, N.C., and States- 
ville,” the petitioners said. “The normal 
rate from Navassa is $5.05 including Ex 
Parte 175 increase. The proposed rate 
would be $3.87 per net ton, not subject 
to Ex Parte 175. This rate reflects 76.7 
per cent of the normal rate.” 


The rail petition was accompanied by 


@ petition for leave to file the petition 
for modification of order. 





Florida Group Asks Addition 
Of Parties in Rental Case 


The Regular Route Common Carrier 
Division of the Florida Trucking Associa- 
tion, Inc., of Jacksonville, Fla., in a pe- 
tition filed in MC-C-1894, Equipment 
Rental, Inc., General Truck Rentals, 
Inc., Wynn’s Truck Rentals, Inc., Glass, 
Inc., Ludman Corporation—Investigation 
of Operations, has asked the Commission 
to add Traffic Advisory Service, Inc., and 
Private Carrier Advisory Service, Inc., 
both of Miami, Fla., as respondents in 
that proceeding. 


The petitioner also asked the Com- 
mission to find the operations of the two 
advisory corporations in violation of sec- 
tions 206(a), 209(a) and 211(a) of part II 
of the interstate commerce act and to 
issue a cease and desist order. 


If the Commission should deny the in- 
stant petition then the trucking associa- 
tion asked that the petition be treated 
as a formal complaint against the ad- 
visory services as defendants in the com- 
plaint proceedings and that the com- 
plaint be found a necessary and essential 
part of the proceedings in MC-C-1894, 
and be consolidated therewith. The pe- 
titioner also asked that the trucking 
association, on its petition, or complaint, 
as the case might be, be granted oral 
argument in the proceedings. 

The Commission, by an order, by Com- 
missioner Tuggle, in MC-C-1894, had 
permitted the Contract Carrier Confer- 
ence of the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, Inc., and the National Motor 
Freight Traffic Association, Inc., to in- 
tervene in the proceeding in which Ex- 
aminer W. J. Kane had recommended a 
finding by the Commission that the leas- 
ing or renting of motor vehicles, with- 
out drivers, to shippers for transportation 
of their own properties in interstate 
commerce was not engaging in opera- 
tions as a common or contract carrier 
for compensation for which a certificate 
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or permit was required (T.W., Nov. 3, p. 
54 and Sept. 29, p. 66). 


By its order in the proceeding the 
Commission permitted intervention by 
the two groups for the purpose of filing 
exceptions to the examiner’s recom- 
mended report; accepted a brief of ex- 
ceptions filed by the Contract Carriers 
Conference, and extended the time for 
filing exceptions by other interested 
parties to November 13. 


Exceptions to the examiner’s report 
have now been filed by the National 
Motor Freight Traffic Association, Inc., 
and jointly by the Regular Route Com- 
mon Carrier Division, of the Florida 
Trucking Association, Inc., and the Flor- 
ida Railroad and Public Utilities Com- 
mission. 

The Florida Trucking Association said 
its membership consisted of Central 
Truck Lines, Inc., Great Southern Truck- 
ing Co., Hunt Truck Lines, Inc., M. R. 
& R. Trucking Co., Overseas Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., and Tamiami Trail Tours, 
Inc. 

The National Motor Freight Traffic 
Association, Inc., asked that the rec- 
ommendations of the examiner be not 
followed but that the Commission find 
the actions of the respondents to be in 
violation of the act. In the alternative, 
the association asked that the case be 
reopened, that the advisory companies 
be made parties respondent, and that 
a further hearing be held. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 19537 (supplemental), Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. records 
acceptance of a bid by Salomon Bros. & 
Hutzler, and associates, at a price of 99.212, 
with interest at rate of 3%, per cent, for 
$3,600,000 par amount of equipment trust 
certificates proposed to be issued in con- 
nection with the acquisition of 200 flat cars, 
250 hopper cars and 70 mechanical re- 
frigerator cars. 

= * * 

Finance No. 19553, Southern Railway Co. 
asks authority to issue $12,770,000 principal 
amount of its first consolidated mortgage 5 
per cent bonds payable July 1, 1994, as part 
of $12,789,800 of unissued bonds reserved for 
retirement of underlying bonds. 

© * . 

Finance No. 19554, Erie Railroad Co. asks 
authority to assume obligation and liability 
with respect to $2,805,000 par value of its 
equipment trust certificates of 1957, in con- 
nection with the acquisition of 500 box cars. 

* * * 

MC-F-6445, Walter Mullady and John B. 
o’Connor, Jr., of Chicago, Ill., ask authority 
to acquire control of Rogers Cartage Co., 
and Decatur Cartage Co., of Chicago; Arrow 
Transportation Co. of Delaware, of Portland, 
Ore.; Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., of Bris- 
tol, Va., and Texas-Arizona Motor Freight, 
Inc., of El Paso, Tex. It was stated that 
the application was, in effect, a request for 
permission by John B. O’Connor, Jr., to be 
substituted in lieu of John B. O’Connor, 
Sr., deceased, to control, together with Wal- 
ter Mullady, the aforementioned motor car- 
riers. 

- « as 

MC-F-6446, Jones Transfer Co., Monroe, 
Mich., asks authority to purchase the stock 
of George I. Bradley and Flora F. Bradley, 
doing business as Bradley Freight Co., De- 
troit, Mich., and to purchase the assets of 
the company. ai) a 

MC-F-6447, Motor Express, Inc., of In- 
diana, Indianapolis, Ind., asks authority to 
purchase certain operating rights of Cleve- 
land, Columbus and Cincinnati Highways, 
Inc., Cleveland, oO. ae ie 

MC-F-6448, Inter-City Auto Freight, Inc., 
Tacoma, Wash., asks authority to purchase 
certain operating rights and property of 





ines, Ing, 
r irregulay 
aD prod. 


iler Con. 
Tier, ove 
ilers, de, 
Comobiles 
Y_ Service, 
Manufae. 
Ark., to 


portation, 
Trier, over 
leum ang 
nk trucks 
rks, Ney, 
to poing 
Ore. 

Transport 
1 Carrier, 
= meats 
cts, from 
Ga., Fla, 


uquerque 
Oo. Com. 


fruit an¢ 
on, from 
) Springs 
ds, from 


isporting 
used, in 
method 
and Ore 
., Wood 
irregula 
cals, an¢ 
vehicles 
Ss in Ar 
Arizon 
tL United 
tah ani 
ments @ 
n above 
s in Nev 


ik Line 
carriet 
x liquii 
yroducts 
in tant 
County, 
Va., and 
ir prod 
n point 
n spec 
Ja., and 
| chemi- 
1 points 
Charles 


tis Keal 
sommon 
sporting 
1ipment 
it apart 
ray and 
O., and 
| points 


‘ansport 
carrief, 
mobile 
- equip- 
in con- 
lisplays, 


November 17, 1956 


eaway, truckaway and towaway serv- 

ice Spetween points in the United States. 
MC-111326, Sub. 3, Warren Transport, Inc., 
Waterloo, Ia. Contract carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting agricultural ma- 
chinery and implements, other than hand, 
and parts therefor when incidental to trans- 
portation of such equipment, tractors or 
traction engines (not including tractors 
with vehicle beds, bed frames or fifth 
wheels), and parts and attachments there- 
for when incidental to transportation 
of the tractors, from Waterloo, Ia., and 
points in specified parts of Iowa, to points 
in Tex. and N.M., and agricultural machinery 
and implements other than hand, and parts 
therefore when incidental to transportation 
of such equipment, from Polk and Wapello 
counties, Ia., to points in Tex., N.M., Neb. 


and 11545, Sub. 21, Home Transportation 
Co., Inc., Marietta, Ga. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting ferro al- 
loys. in bulk, in packages or palletized, on 
fiat bed trailers, from Chattanooga and Rock- 
wood, Tenn., to points in Ill., Ind., Ia., Mich., 
O., Mo., Minn. and Wis. 

MC-111812, Sub. 31, Midwest Coast Trans- 
port, Inc., Sioux Falls, S.D. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting frozen 
foods from peters in Wash. and Ore. to 

in Nevada. 
pote. 112266, Sub. 2, Craycraft Trucking, Inc., 
Upper Sandusky, O. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting clay prod- 
ucts, from Upper Sandusky, O., and points 
within one mile thereof, to points in Indi- 
ana on and north of —— Highway 40, and 
> containers on return. 

ome. 113533, Sub. 8, L. B. Vincent Gardella, 
dba Gardella’s Refrigerated Express, Detroit, 
Mich. Common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting meat, meat products and meat 
by-products, (1) from Detroit, Flint and 
Plainwell, Mich., to points in 26 central 
and eastern states and D.C., and (2) from 
Bellows Falls, Vt., to Marion, Ind. 

MC-113855, Sub. 12, International Trans- 
port, Inc., Fargo, N.D. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting materials han- 
dling equipment and dozers, and component 
parts and attachments thereof, from Dalles, 
Ore., and points within 15 miles thereof, 
to points in the United States, and dam- 
aged shipments of such commodities on re- 


urn. 
' MC-113861, Sub. 12, W. H. Wooten and 
J. H. Parker, dba W. H. Wooten Transports, 
Memphis, Tenn. Common carrier, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting asphalt, asphalt 
products, compounds, and_ derivatives, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Memphis, Tenn., 
to points in specified areas of Ala., Miss., 
Ark., Mo., Ill. and Ky. 

MC-114019, Sub. 6, Emery Transportation 
Co., Chicago, Ill Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting machinery, fix- 
tures and equipment incidental to produc- 
tion, warehousing and sale of chain grocery 
store merchandise, between specified points 
in Ky., Mo., Pa., points in Ill., Ind. and O., 
and points in specified areas of Wis. and 
Mich. 

MC-114106, Sub. 8, Maybelle Transport Co., 
Lexington, Ky. Common carrier, Over ir- 
regular routes, transporting syrups, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Dunn, N.C., to points 
in Ga. and S.C., those in a specified area of 
Virginia and to Bristol, Tenn. 

MC-114360, Sub. 2, Southern Express Co., 
Cicero. Ill. Common carrier, transporting 
general commodities, with exceptions, serv- 
ing the Chrysler Corporation Stamping plant 
site, near Twinsburg, O., as an off-route 
point in connection with regular-route op- 
erations between Chicago, Ill., and Youngs- 
town, O., and between Cleveland and Mon- 
trose, O. 

MC-115056, Sub. 3, Claude Bundy dba Truck 
Line. Gatesville, N.C. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting lumber, from 
Sunbury, N.C., and points in North Carolina 
within 100 miles thereof, and points in 
mene County, Va., to points in O. and 

onn. 

MC-115239, Sub. 2, A & R Transportation 
Co., Salt Lake City, Utah. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting salt and 
salt products from points within 10 miles of 
Great Salt Lake, in Salt Lake and Tooele 
counties, Utah, on one hand, and, on the 
other, points in specified areas of Ida. and 
Wash., and empty containers on return. 

MC-115841, Sub. 11, Colonial Refrigeration 
Transportation, Inc., Birmingham, Ala. Com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing meats, meat products, meat by-products, 
and dairy products, from Birmingham and 
Montgomery, Ala., to points in 15 midwest- 
ern and eastern states and D.C. 

MC-115963, Sub. 1, Burton W. Dumford., 
Yakima, Wash. Contract carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting box shooks, from 
Ellensburg, Naches, Yakima, and Golden- 
—. Wash., to points in Hood River County, 


re. 
MC-116060 (amended), D. L. Stipe, New 
Little Rock, Ark. Contract carrier, over ir- 


regular routes, transporting shields steel 
burial vaults, wrapped in light paper, and 
steel and wood caskets or coffins, in boxes or 
wooden crates, from Little Rock, Pulaski 
County, Ark., to points in specified counties 
in Ala., Ill., Kan., Ky., La., Miss., Mo., Okla., 
Tenn. and Tex., and caskets or coffins, from 
point of manufacture at above destination 
points to warehouse at Little Rock, Ark., 
and damaged shipments of steel burial 
ae. from destination points to Little 
Rock. 


MC-116170, Sub. 1 (revision), Sioux Freight- 
ways, Inc., Sioux Falls, S.D. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting 
canned goods, with or without being proc- 
essed for preservation, in containers, and 
with or without being in hermetically sealed 
containers, from points in Me., Md., Mass., 
N.Y. and Pa., to points in S.D., Ia., Minn., 
Neb. and N.D., and commodities which are 
exempt and meat racks, meat hooks and 
empty containers on return. 


MC-116216, H. D. Filson, dba Denver Motor 
Freight, Denver, Colo. Common carrier, 
transporting manufactured rubber articles, 
electric storage batteries, battery boxes, bat- 
tery parts and accessories, battery charges, 
hand tools, silicates of soda, soapstone, talc, 
fiber boxes, rope, twine, advertising and dis- 
play matter, and machinery used in manu- 
facture of rubber products, from Denver, 
Colo., to Chicago, Ill., and general commod- 
ities, including Class A and B explosives, but 
excepting certain other commodities, from 
Chicago to Denver, over specified routes, 
serving no intermediate points. 


MC-116226, John L. Self, dba Trailer Trans- 
port, Coeur d’Alene, Ida. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting trailers, 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles, in initial and secondary movements, 
in towaway service, between points in 12 
western and midwestern states. 


MC-116267, Carl Kienbaum, Jr., doing busi- 
ness as Carl’s Cities Service, Whitewater, Wis. 
Common carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting motor vehicles (wrecked or disabled), 
between points in Wisconsin, except certain 
as counties, and points in Minn. and 































MC-116269, Clarence W. Friend, dba 
Friend’s Trailer & Mobile Home Transport, 
Detroit, Mich. Common carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting house trailers and 
mobile homes, from points in Mich., and 
Ind., to points in the United States, includ- 
ing D.C. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 





No. 21894, Lehigh Stone Co. v. B. & O., 
et al. Complainant asks vacation of out- 
standing orders as far. back as Nov. 18, 1930. 

* * 


MC-111776, Sub. 1, Guy Bostick, Common 
Carrier Application. Carl Suber Trucking, 
Inc., and Wilson Bros. Truck Line, Inc. ask 
reconsideration. Al 

No. 31464, Hill & Griffith Co., et al. v. 
B. & O., et al.; No. 31464, Sub. 1, Bloomsbury 
Graphite Co., et al. v. C. R.R. Co. of NwJ., 
et al. Complainants ask reopening and re- 
consideration by entire Commission with re- 
gard to reparation only. ‘ 

a od 

I. & S. 6668, Electrical Devices—Westbound 
—Freight Forwarder; I. & S. 6675, Electrical 
Devices—East to West and Southwest. West- 
ern Freight Assn. asks vacation of suspen- 
sion orders. a 

MC-30837, Sub. 194, Kenosha Auto Trans- 
port Corp., Extension—Kenosha, Wis. Ap- 
plicant asks reconsideration. 

> ~ x 


MC-52458, Sub. 134, T. I. McCormack 
Trucking Co., Inc., Extension—Atlas Point, 
Del. Krajack Tank Lines, Inc. asks further 
hearing. 

e * * * 

MC-92976" Nova’s Express, Inc. Applicant 
asks consideration and amendment of cer- 
tificate. 

os * a 

MC-113681, Bakery Products Delivery, Inc., 
Extension—Newark, N.J. M & M Transporta- 
tion Co., et al. ask reconsideration. 

* 


MC-115495, United Parcel Service, Inc., 
Common Carrier Application. Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc. ask reconsideration, oral 
argument, and stay of effective date of order 
of Sept. 24 until such time as it may have 
had an opportunity to reconsider the matter, 
and to hear oral argument thereon. 

> 


MC-C-1784, Bender & Loudon Motor 
Freight, Inc., et al. v. Shippers Dispatch, 
Inc. Complainants ask reconsideration and 
reversal. 
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MC-C-1805, Petroleum Products Between 
Chicago Group and Ia. Points. American 
Transit Lines, Inc. asks modification of or- 
der of Mar. 19. ‘. 

x 


MC-C-1976, Motors, Stationery, Foods, 
Steel, N.J.-N.Y. Rico Transportation Co., 
Inc., et al. ask vacation of order of June 
6, and discontinuance of proceeding. 

OK = 


MC-C-2012, Aluminum—Badin, N.C., to Of- 
ficial Territory. Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference, Inc. asks correction and 
broadening of order of Oct. 4. 

* ~ x 


I. & S. M-7596, Boilers, Furnaces, Radia- 
tors, etc.—From Utica, N.Y. to Western Desti- 
nations. Trunk Line Territory railroads ask 
reconsideration by entire Commission. 

* 


I. & S. M-7941, Aluminum—tLa. to Miss. 
Illinois Central R.R. Co., et al. ask recon- 
sideration and further hearing. 

* a * 


I. & S. M-8949, Sodium Bi-Chromate— 
N.J. to Philadelphia, Pa. Evans Transporta- 
tion (Mary C. Evans, Executrix) asks oral 
hearing in lieu of. modified procedure. 


I. & S. M-9086, Paper—Hartsville, S.C. to 
O. Central and Southern Motor Freight 
Tariff Assn., Inc. asks reconsideration and 
vacation of suspension order, and discon- 
tinuance of investigation. 

* * 


Finance Nos. 19247, 19351 and 19374, Erie 
Railroad Company Ferry Abandonment. Erie 
R.R. Co. asks simplification of procedure in- 
cluding omission of intermediate decision by 
division 4. ca A a 


MC-F-6390, Warwood Transfer Co.—Pur- 
chase—William A. Mewha and Gwendolyn J. 
Mewha (Mrs. Margaret Mewha, Executrix). 
Applicants ask reconsideration and modifica- 
tion of portion of order of Sept. 24. 


C. omyalaints 


No. 32028, Sub. 1, (cross complaint) The 
Montana Western Railway Co. v. 
Great Northern Railway Co. (de- 
fendant and cross-complainant). 

The Great Northern, as cross-com- 
plainant, alleges that proportions from 
joint rates on grain from points on the 
line of complainant to destinations on 
the lines of defendant and cross-com- 
plainant received by complainant, are 
and for the future will be excessive, un- 
just, unreasonable, inequitable and un- 
duly preferential as to complainant and 
unduly prejudicial as to the defendant 
and cross-complainant and the propor- 
tions from the joint rates received by 
the defendant and cross-complainant are 
and for the future, will be inadequate, 
unjust, unreasonable, inequitable and un- 
duly prejudicial as to defendant and 
cross-complainant and unduly preferen- 
tial to complainamt. Asks divisions. (Cur- 
tis H. Berg, 175 East Fourth Street, St. 
Paul 1, Minn.) 

* + * 

MC-C-2046, Asbestos:Manufacturing Co., 
Chicago, Ill. v. Lime City Trucking 
Co., Huntington, Ind. 

Alleges rates and charges on truckload 
shipments of wire cloth, and/or baking 
ovens and machines, in 1954 and subse- 
quent thereto, from Downey, Calif, to 
Huntington, Ind, in violation of sectiéns 
217(b) and 216(d) of the interstate com- 
merce act. Asks a cease and desist order 
and establishment of just and reasonable 
rates. Modified procedure ordered. (L. 
V. Brandt, 1240 West Lawrence Ave., 
Chicago 40, Ill.) 

= 


MC-C-2048, Brown Bridge Mills, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill. v. Security Cartage Co., 
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Tee Pee Willie’s done it again...sweeping the 
country with decisive margins of votes in the East, 
West, North and South! And they’re still pouring in, 
because one good vote for Willie leads to another! 

That’s because no shipper is satisfied to route 
just one car via T.P.& W...transcontinental service 
soon becomes a happy habit. Delivery schedules 
are met...delays at big cities are avoided ... special 
attention becomes routine, from complete re-icing 
for perishables to automatic passing reports from 
Peoria to pinpoint shipments enroute. 

So don’t just vote once or twice for Willie... 
keep right on voting with car after car after car! 


During Tee Pee Willie’s campaign for votes it has 
been our hope at T.P.&W. that this special promotion 
would also help remind everyone of the privilege that is 
also an obligation: to vote -and to vote for the best 


interests of the entire nation. g 


President 


/ Indianapols 


Toledo, Peoria & W 
Railroad Company 


OFFICES IN 19 PRINCIPAL CITIES GENERAL OFFICES: PEORIA, ILLINOIS 
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Chicago, Ill., and Pacific Intermoun- 
tain Express Co., Chicago, Ill. 

Alleges rates and charges on truck- 
load shipments of sealing and masking 
tape, in 1954 and subsequent thereto, 
from Troy, O., to San Francisco, Calif., 
Utah and Nevada, in violation of section 
216(d) of the interstate commerce act. 
Asks a cease and desist order and estab- 
lishment of just and reasonable rates. 
Modified procedure ordered. (L. V. 
Brandt, 1240 West Lawrence Ave., Chi- 
cago 40, Ill.) 

” * = 
MC-C-2049, Brown Bridge Mills, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill. v. Albrent Freight and 
Storage Co., and Security Cartage 
Co., Inc., Chicago, Il. 
Alleges rates and charges on truck- 


load shipments of wrapping paper, in 
1953 and subsequent thereto, from Mosi- 
nee, Wis., to Troy, O., in violation of 
section 216(d) of the interstate commerce 
act. Asks a cease and desist order and 
establishment of just and reasonable 
rates. Modified procedure’ ordered. 
(L. V. Brandt, 1240°West Lawrence Ave., 
Chicago 40, IIl.). 
” ca of 
MC-C-2050, Buford P. McCord, dba Mc- 
Cord Transfer v. Arnold Ligon, dba 
Arnold Ligon Truck Line. 


Alleges defendant leased a tractor and 
trailer for a period of 30 days to Al 
Johnson Construction Co., in violation 
of the terms of his certificate and in 
violation of the Commission’s lease and 
interchange regulations. Asks cease and 
desist order and cancellation of certifi- 
cates of respondent in MC-35396 and all 
sub-numbers. Modified procedure or- 
dered. 





Proposed Reports 





Control of T. P. & W. Would Go to Santa Fe, 
P.R.R., Under Examiner's Recommendations 


Minneapolis & St. Louis Bid to Get Stock Control of Toledo, Peoria & 


Western Rejected by Examiner Paul Albus. 


Special Considerations 


Requested by Other Railroads Also Fail to Win Examiner’s Approval. 


Subject to conditions for the pro- 
tection of railway employes and the 
maintenance of existing routes and 
channels of trade, Examiner Paul 
Albus has recommended that the 
Commission approve control of the 
Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad 
Co. by the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe Railway and the Pennsylvania 
Co., and through the latter, by the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co., by acqui- 
sition of stock, and deny; a similar 
application of the Minneapolis & St. 
Louis Railway Co. 


In a proposed report in Finance No. 
18991, Toledo, Peoria & Western Rail- 
road Co., Control, dealing with an appli- 
cation of the Santa Fe and Pennsylvania 
to acquire control of the T. P. & W., em- 
bracing Finance No. 19086, involving the 
application of the M. & S. L., to acquire 
control of the T. P. & W. Examiner Albus 
said the application of the Santa Fe and 
Pennsylvania for ownership of captial 
stock of the T. P. & W., in equal amounts, 
was a transaction within the scope of 
section 5(2) of the interstate commerce 
act, and that the terms and conditions 
proposed were just and reasonable and 
that the transaction would be consistent 
with the public in interest. 

Under terms of an agreement between 
the Santa Fe and the Pennsylvania, the 
examiner said, the Santa Fe would pur- 
chase the 90,000 shares of outstanding 
stock of the T. P. & W. for $135 a share, 
and sell 50 per cent of the stock to the 
Pennsylvania. 

Examiner Albus said the T. P. & W. 
would continue to be operated as a 
separate and independent carrier with 


responsible management located along 
its lines in order to preserve to shippers 
and communities the present direct ac- 
cess to its officials, and that the proper- 
ties of the Western (T. P & W.) would 
be maintained and improved in keeping 
with the requirements of a railroad of 
its character and importance. 

Western would continue to maintain 
its own solicitation forces and would be 
entirely free to solicit traffic in such 
manner as best to serve the interests 
of Western, the examiner said, adding 
that all existing routes and channels of 
trade via Western would be maintained 
and kept open without discrimination 
between connecting lines of railroad. 

Examiner Albus said the M. & St. L. 
also proposed to pay $135 a share for the 
stock of the Western. However, he said 
that the present record clearly showed 
that it would not be in the public in- 
terest for the Minneapolis to absorb the 
Western into a single operation. The ap- 
plication in Finance No. 19086 could be 
denied, the examiner said, but neverthe- 
less it was recommended that the appli- 
cation be dismissed on the ground that 
the M. & St. L. had not demonstrated it 
could acquire the stock. 

The examiner said that the proposal 
of the M. & St. L. unequivocally con- 
templated the disappearance of Western 
as an independent and neutral connec- 
tion for the other 15 carriers with which 
it presently works. 


Position of Other Railroads 


The Nickel Plate Road and the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad 
desired a proportionate share of the 
capital stock of the T. P. & W. irrespec- 
tive of which pending application was 
approved, Examiner Albus said, and that, 
in the event the applicant or applicants 
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were unwilling to accept, as a condition 
to approval of their applications, partic. 
ipation on an equal basis of ownershj 
by the Nickel Plate and the Rock Is 
the latter were ready and anxious 
undertake the purchase of the stock for 
their own accounts. 

The examiner said that the Wabash 
Railroad and the Chicago, Burlingtoy 
& Quincy Railroad had no objection tp 
the granting of the application of the 
Santa Fe and Pennsylvania provided the 
usual conditions for the maintenance 
joint rates and through routes were jm. 
posed, but if any carrier other than th: 
applicants in Finance No. 18991 was 
authorized to acquire control or an jp. 
terest in Western. then the Burlington 
and Wabash desired to participate jy 
such control to the same extent. 

However, Examiner Albus said that ae. 
quisition of Western by any other jp. 
terested carriers would sharply decreag 
competition, not only in that it would 
the acquisition of Western by its com. 
petitors, but also in that it would mate. 
rially decrease the ability of the Min. 
neapolis to compete with such othe 
carriers. 

With respect to a request of the Monon 
Railroad for trackage rights over the 
Pennsylvania between Effner, on the 
Tllinois-Indiana state line, and Reynolds, 
Ind., if the latter was authorized to 
participate with the Santa Fe in the 
control of Western. the examiner said 
the Monon contended that to the extent 
that the development of the Peoria route 
attracted traffic from the Chicago gate. 
way, it might lose some of the traffic it 
now handled through that gateway and 
the trackage rights would make it pos. 
sible for the Monon to recover such 
traffic and place it on an equality with 
its more powerful competitors in the 
solicitation of business as between the 
Chicago and Peoria routes.) 


Trackage Rights Rejected 


Examiner Albus said that ordinarily 
the Commission was without authority 
to compel one railroad to grant trackage 
rights over a line of another carrier. He 
cited Baltimore & O. R. Co., Operation. 
261 I.C.C. 535. Whether a condition t 
that effect should be imposed for the 
benefit of the Monon was doubtful on 
the present record, the examiner said 
adding that it was recommended that 
the request for such a condition be de- 
nied. 

Answering a contention of the M. & 
St. L. that Commission approval of the 
Santa Fe-Pennsylvania application t 
acquire control of the Western would b 
in violation of section 10 of the Clayton 
antitrust act because of the existene 
of interlocking directors between th 
Pennsylvania and its subsidiaries, on th 
one hand and the Wilmington Trust, 4 
trustee of the George P. McNear estate 
holding most of the stock, Examiner Al 
bus pointed out that the Santa Fe was 
the only purchaser from the trusteé 
and said that under the circumstances 
the contention of the M. & St. L., in this 
respect was untenable. 

With respect to provisions for the 
protection of railway employes, the ex 
aminer said that counsel for railway 
labor organizations exacted commit 
ments from all carriers involved to abide 
by the provisions of the Washington Job 
Protection Agreement of 1936. He rec- 
ommended that any affirmative action 
on either application be conditioned on 
compliance with such provisions. 

Examiner Albus said that under the 
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Are railroads keeping up with the times? 


1899 MOGUL No. 573 is a museum-piece reminder of the advance- 
ments made and paid for by railroads since the turn of the century. In the 


' 


> -_ 


»* A lil 


- oe ateeeall ™ 


Arthur K. Atkinson, President, 
Wabash Railroad, says... 


‘“You don’t have to look at the facts and figures 
to see that progressive railroads across the 
country are spending millions of their own 
dollars each year, not just to ‘keep up’ but to 
stay ahead of the country’s steadily growing 
need for fast, efficient and economical rail 
service, 


“On the Wabash alone, gross expenditures of 
more than $125 million were made in the last 
ten years (more than 8 million in 1955) for the 
constant program of improving . . . of virtually 
rebuilding . . . the line and its equipment. The 
result—new freight and passenger cars, power- 
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postwar years, Wabash Railroad alone laid out 50 million dollars for 
Diesels to replace the last of their steam locomotives. 


ful new Diesel engines, more modern repair 
shops, even electronic equipment which records 
and speedily makes available for a shipper’s in- 
formation the day-by-day whereabouts of the 
thousands of freight cars rolling on Wabash 
rails, Currently, the emphasis is on the vast job 
of re-engineering and revamping our yards for 
speedier, more economical movement of freight. 


“For passengers and shippers, railroad spend- 
ing like this means better service, of course. 
For Wabash-served communities it means a 
healthier, more prosperous economy. Above 
all, it is tangible proof that the railroads intend 
to keep up with the times . . . and then some!” 


A. K. Atkinson 


“Follow the Flag” 


ROAD OF THE MEN 
WHO MOVE THE GOODS 
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guidance of the late George P. McNear, 
who acquired the property in 1927, the 
T. P. & W. was built into a fine railroad 
and that on the death of Mr. McNear in 
1947, the present management took over 
and continued with much success. 

The policy.of Western had been, and 
now was, to maintain strict neutrality 
between all connections, and to partici- 
pate in any haul of traffic no matter 
how slight, the examiner said. 

“Public interest demands that the pres- 
ent policies of Western in all respects 
be continued,” Examiner Albus said. 
“This best can be accomplished under 
the joint control of the Santa Fe and 
the Pennsylvania. Any reduction in the 
ownership interests of the Santa Fe and 
the Pennsylvania by the inclusion of 
other carriers in the control of Western 
would be accompanied by an equivalent 
reduction in their economic incentive 
for the future development of Western 
and the territory served by it. 

“No greater protection could be af- 
forded to carriers interchanging traffic 
with Western than to have ownership 
divided equally between the largest con- 
necting carrier in the east and the largest 
one in the west. Under this built-in 
system of checks and balances, it is in- 
conceivable for the Santa Fe to permit 
impairment of service or discriminatory 
solicitation with respect to eastern con- 
nections, or the Pennsylvania with re- 
spect to western ones. 

“The contract of June 28, 1955, between 
the Santa Fe and the Pennsylvania per- 
taining to the objectives to be accom- 
plished under their joint control, together 
with the conditions recommended in con- 
nections. Only three of Western’s 16 rail 
existing routes and channels of trade of 
Western without discrimination, are ade- 
quate to protect the latter’s other con- 
nections. Only three Western’s 16 rail 
connections oppose the joint control of 
the Santa Fe and the Pennsylvania. 


Outlook for Traffic 


“With the backing of the Santa Fe 
and the Pennsylvania, there are excellent 
prospects for locating new industries on 
Western which will substantially increase 
the traffic originating and terminating 
on its line. Western has large acreages 
of potential industrial property in the 
Peoria area, and at other points along 
its line, and with the combined efforts 
of the industrial development depart- 
ments of the Santa Fe and the Pennsyl- 
vania, such property may be expected 
to be developed without undue delay. 

“Several nationally prominent traffic 
executives of large industrial concerns 
which annually route a_ substantial 
volume of traffic via Western testified in 
support of Santa Fe and Pennsylvania 
joint ownership. They based their sup- 
port upon the fact that the Santa Fe 
and the Pennsylvania are presently ren- 
dering excellent service in conjunction 
with Western and that ownership by 
them would constitute their best assur- 
ance of continued good service via the 
combined Santa Fe-Western-Pennsyl- 
vania route, as well as via each of the 
other connections of Western. 

“Virtually everyone of the shippers 
and community witnesses along the line 
stressed the importance of maintaining 
Western as a separate and independent 
carrier. They are anxious that Western’s 
present management be retained and 


favored the plan for local representation 
on the board of directors. They stressed 
the desirability of maintaining the exist- 
ing plant and facilities in the Peoria area, 
and the desirability of retaining West 
ern’s headquarters at Peoria in order to 
continue the present easy access to man- 
agement which is of inestimable value 
to shippers. 


“Each of the city officials and repre- 
sentatives of chambers of commerce of the 
communities served by Western recog- 
nized the advantage of Santa Fe-Penn- 
sylvania ownership as an economic stim- 
ulus to the industrial development of 
their communities. They were joined by 
business interests which recognized that 
such industrial development would result 
in expanding markets. 


“The Santa Fe and the Pennsylvania 
representatives on the board of Western 
will advise and assist Western on matters 
involving the technique of railroad man- 
agement and the realization of economies 
in operation. Western also can expect to 
realize advantages in connection with its 
purchases, if it is controlled by two roads 
which purchase in such large volume as 
the Santa Fe and the Pennsylvania. 

“Under joint control by the Santa Fe 
and the Pennsylvania the supply of 
freight cars available to Western would 
be materially increased. The Santa Fe 
and the Pennsylvania would see to it that 
the car ownership obligations of Western 
were met in full, either by having West- 
ern increase its car ownership or by in- 
creasing their own ownership sufficiently 
to take care of Western. The transaction 
proposed by the Santa Fe and the Penn- 
sylvania does not contemplate a guaranty 
or assumption of the payment of divi- 
dends or fixed charges.” 


C.F.’s Merger With Clipper 
Transit Gets Initial Approval 


Examiner Levi M. Pettis, by a rec- 
ommended report in MC-F-6191, Consol- 


idated Freightways, Inc.—Control and 
Merger—Clipper Transit Co., embracing 
Finance No. 19251, Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc.—Securities, has recommended 
that the Commission approve the acqui- 
sition by Consolidated, of Portland, Ore., 
of control of Clipper Transit Co., and 
Acme Equipment Co., both of Manitowoc, 
Wis., through purchase of the capital 
stock of each, and concurrent merger 
into Consolidated of the operating rights 
and property of Clipper and the property 
of Acme for ownership, management and 
operation. 

In the embraced proceeding, Examiner 
Pettis recommended that the Commission 
authorize Consolidated to issue 11,112 
shares of common stock, of par value 
$2.50 a share, to be exchanged for the 
capital stock of Clipper and Acme. Any 
exceptions to the examiner’s report are 
due at the Commission in Washington, 
D.C., within 35 days from the date of 
service of the report, November 14. 

Examiner Pettis said Clipper operated 
between Chicago and points in Wiscon- 
sin. He said a number of carriers operated 
between Chicago and the considered 
Wisconsin points, but that no evidence 
was adduced on this record which war- 
ranted or supported a finding that the 
existing competitive situation would be 
disturbed to any appreciable extent by 
approval and consummation of the ap- 
plication. 


Consolidated had sufficient capital, 


equipment, including the vehicles ace 
quired from Clipper, and other Operating 
facilities, to conduct the unified operg. 
tions and to provide an improved se 

the examiner said, adding that it ap- 
peared that shippers and receivers ¢& 
freight could use the proposed single. 
line service to their advantage, and 

its institution was desirable in the pup. | 
lic interest. 


Sante Fe Motor Subsidiary’s 
Purchase of Rights Upheld 
Without Usual Condition 


A Commission examiner has ree. 
ommended approval by the I.C.C. of 
proposed purchase by the Santa Fe 
Trail Transportation Co., wholly. 
owned subsidiary of the Santa Fe 
Railway, of certain motor carrie 
operating rights of U. L. Brooks and 
James C. Pitts, partners doing busi- 
ness as Canadian Truck Line, of 
Amarillo, Tex., and acquisition by 
the railway of the operating rights 
through the purchase. 


A recommended report by Examiner 
Hobart C. Clough was issued in MC-F- 
6172, The Santa Fe Trail Transportation 
Co.—Purchase (Portion)—U. L. Brooks 
and James C. Pitts. 


In another recommended report re- 
lated to the Santa Fe proceeding, a joint 
board proposed that the partners doing 
business as Canadian Truck Line should 
be granted certain motor carrier au- 
thority, and in a third report a joint 
board recommended that they be not 
granted certain authority. 


In the Santa Fe Trail Transportation 
Co. case, Examiner Clough also recom- 
mended that, on consummation of the 
aforementioned transaction, if author- 
ized, the motor subsidiary should be en- 
titled to operate under portions of the 
operating rights in MC-8102, Sub. 13, and 
Same, Sub. 14, now held by the vendor 
partnership, which rights would be em- 
braced in a certificate to be issued in the 
Santa Fe subsidiary’s name. 


Usual Condition Omitted 


The examiner said, however, that the 
service to be rendered by the rail sub- 
sidiary should not be limited solely to 
the transportation of freight in a serv- 
ice auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail 
service—a condition usually attached to 
grants of authority to motor subsidiaries 
of railroads. 

In that connection, the examiner said 
that most of the towns along the routes 
considered were small, and that the vol- 
ume of traffic moving to and from them 
was light. 

“Under the circumstances,” he con- 
tinued, “the examiner is of the opinion 
that an exception to the principle dis- 
cussed in Rock Island Motor Transit Co. 
—Purchase—White Line Motor Freight, 
40 M.C.C. 457, is warranted, and that 
the service to be rendered by vendee 
under the rights purchased should not 
be limited solely to the transportation of 
freight in a service auxiliary to, or sup- 
plemental of, the railroad service, 0 
solely to points which are stations on 
the railroad. 

“The findings here recommended will 
not impose additional service restrictions 
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Don’t settle for snafu 


You can make sure of fast, 
smooth-as-silk distribution by 
operating from Harborside. Here 
is a central, strategic location 
just opposite Cortlandt Street, 
Manhattan—only 5 minutes 
from Holland Tunnel and trunk 
highways. Here, with our own 
privately owned approach thor- 
oughfare, are 87 off-the-street 
placements for trucks — with 
skilled workmen and every 
modern mechanized facility for 


working their cargoes. There’s 
no waiting—no wasted man- 
hours and vehicular time. 

Harborside, world’s greatest rail- 
water terminal, offers over 
27,000,000 cubic feet of com- 
bined dry- and cold-storage, 
office, showroom, processing 
and industrial space. It has direct 
connections with Pennsylvania 
Railroad, and with all other lines 
and freighters, by lighterage; 31- 
car placement. Send for folder. 


More than 200 seasoned employees 
Floor area 43.5 acres 
53 miles of refrigerating pipe 
Fireproof construction 
19,305 sprinkler heads 
Low insurance rates 

e Fully mechanized handling 

e Pool-car service 

e Transshipment 

® Distribution 

e Free and bonded storage 


e Restaurant, stores 
(a city within a city) 


e Protection, police and fire 
department 


was 


HARBORSIDE WAREHOUSE COMPANY, INC. 


34 EXCHANGE PLACE, JERSEY CITY 3, N.J. 
IN THE HEART OF THE NEW YORK METROPOLITAN AREA 
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in connection with the rights purchased. 
The employes of the carriers involved 
would not be adversely affected by the 
proposed transaction. No fixed charges 
would be incurred.” 


Examiner Clough said the instant pur- 
chase would enable the Santa Fe sub- 
sidiary to close the gap in its interstate 
operations between Amarillo, Tex., and 
Woodward, Okla., and that as a resuit 
of the purchase the subsidiary would be 
authorized to serve approximately 15 
additional Oklahoma and Texas points, 
of which all but four were stations on 
the railroad. 


Related Proceeding 


He said that as a matter directly 
related to the Santa Fe purchase trans- 
action, the vendor partnership, in an 
application filed on the same date in 
MC-8102, Sub. 15, U. L. Brooks and James 
C. Pitts, Extension—Service Route, sought 
a certificate which would authorize the 
partnership to conduct primary route 
operations in lieu of alternate route 
operations over a segment of the routes 
which they were retaining to permit 
continuance of their service between 
Wichita, Kan., and Amarillo. He said 
a consolidated hearing on the two appli- 
cations was held jointly before an exam- 
iner and a joint board. 


Joint Board No. 88, composed of T. 
Earl Curb, of Oklahoma, by a recom- 
mended report in MC-8102, Sub. 15, rec- 
ommended that the Commission grant 
Messrs. Brooks and Pitts a certificate 
authorizing common carrier transporta- 
tion by motor vehicle of general com- 
modities, with certain stated exceptions, 
between the junction of U.S. Highway 270 
and U.S. Highway 283, on the one hand, 
and the junction of U.S. Highway 283 
and Oklahoma Highway 15, on the other, 
and return, over a_ prescribed route, 
serving all intermediate points. A con- 
dition was proposed by the board that 
the certificate would not be issued unless 
the Santa Fe subsidiary’s application 
in MC-F-6172 was granted and the “au- 
thority therein exercised.” The board 
said the partnership’s certificate should 
authorize the service in lieu of existing 
alternate route rights over the con- 
sidered route. 


Denial of Other Rights Proposed 


By a recommended report in MC- 
8102, Sub. 16, U. L. Brooks and James 
C. Pitts Extension, Liberal, Kan., joint 
board No. 170 recommended that the 
Commission deny an application of the 
partnership for a certificate authorizing 
common carrier transportation of gen- 
eral commodities, with stated exceptions, 
over four routes, including two between 
Liberal, Kan., and Woodward, Okla., one 
over a circuitous route beginning and 
ending at Liberal, and one between Lib- 
eral and Sunray, Tex., serving specified 
intermediate points. 

The board said that although shippers 
in the considered area had at times en- 
countered difficulty in obtaining the type 
of service they preferred, the evidence 
was not convincing that the present rail 
and motor transportation facilities were 
not adequate to meet their reasonable 
transportation needs. 

The application in MC-8102, Sub. 16, 
was opposed at a hearing by Class I 
railroads in Western Trunk Line and 





Southwestern territories, the Texas Rail- 
road Association, Freightways, Inc., and 
Sooner Freight Lines, the board said. 

The board is composed of Murray H. 
Barnes, of Kansas; Perry Campbell, of 
Oklahoma, and William J. Murray, Jr., 
of Texas. 

Notices attached to the reports said 
that any exceptions to the findings of 
the examiner and the joint boards would 
be due within 20 days from November 
14, in MC-F-6172 and MC-8102 Sub. 15, 
and within 30 days from November 14, 
in MC-8102, Sub. 16. 


Motor Rate-Group Proposal, 
Unless Revised, Should Be 


Disapproved, Examiner Says 


Having had under consideration a 
motor carrier proposal to group five 
Wisconsin communities with Madi- 
son, Wis., in order to apply, to and 
from those five points, the motor 
commodity rates established from or 
to Madison, an I.C.C. examiner has 
concluded that establishment of the 
considered rates should be permitted 
only as to those communities which 
are within the commercial zone of 
Madison as defined in Commercial 
Zones and Terminal Areas, 54 M.C.C. 
21 (Ex Parte MC-37). 


In his recommended report in I. and S. 
M-8564, Terminal Area—Madison, Wis., 
Examiner Donald E. Strube proposed 
findings that the proposed adjustment 
would establish rates applicable from or 
to points or places the respondent was 
not authorized to serve and that the 
proposed adjustment was not shown to 
be just and reasonable. He said the 
Commission should enter an order re- 
quiring cancellation of the schedules 
found not shown to be just and reason- 
able and discontinuing the proceeding, 
without prejudice to the establishment 
of the considered rates from and to such 
of the indicated points and places as 
were within the Madison commercial 
zone. 

The examiner said that by schedules 
filed to become effective May 30, Neuen- 
dorf Transportation Co. and Wheelock 
Bros., Inc. (the latter a participant in 
joint-line rates only), motor common 
carriers, proposed to amend a tariff so as 
to apply from or to Cottage Grove, Men- 
dota, Middleton, Monona, and Verona, 
Wis., the motor common carrier com- 
modity rates established by them from or 
to Madison. On protest of the Middle- 
west Motor Freight Bureau, he said, the 
operation of the proposed schedules was 
suspended to and including December 
29, 1956. He noted that Neuendorf pre- 
sented all the evidence in support of the 
proposed adjustment and said that Neu- 
endorf was referred to in his report as 
“the respondent.” The considered rates 
from or to Madison and intermediate 
points (from or to which rates were not 
named in the tariff), applied from or to 
Chicago (including points in the Chicago 
commercial zone), Chicago Heights and 
Rockford, Il., Duluth, Minn., and Kansas 
City, Mo.-Kan., Examiner Strube said. 


Description of ‘Points’ Involved 


After observing that in Wisconsin the 
counties were divided into townships 
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which retained the name “town,” the 
examiner said that Mendota (a nationg 
or state reserve) was located within the 
city limits of Madison; that Middleton 
and Verona were the names of towns 
and corporate villages within such towns: 
that the towns had limits contiguous 
with those of the city of Madison; that 
the corporate limits of the villages of 
Middleton and Verona were within fou 
miles of the city limits of Madison, ang 
that the village limits of Monona were 
for a distance contiguous with the city 
limits of Madison. 


Under the findings in Ex Parte MC-37, 
Examiner Strube said, the respondent 
might serve Mendota and the villages of 
Middleton, Verona, and Monona, by 
the proposed adjustment provided rate; 
from and to portions of Verona tow) 
and Middleton town which the respond. 
ent might not serve under its authority 
to serve Madison. Thus, he said, the 
adjustment provided rates in excess of 
the respondents authority and was un- 
lawful. 


Examiner Strube said that the re. 
spondent referred to an item in a tariff 
of John C. Robertson, doing business as 
Robertson Transportation Co., which 
provided, “Madison, Wis., commercial 
zone included the area within the cor- 
porate limits of the city of Madison, and 
the villages of Maple Bluff, Middleton, 
Monona, and Sherwood Hills, and the 
towns of Blooming Grove, Burke, Madi- 
son, and Westport, Wis.” 

Although it was not shown that the 
respondent and the other carrier had 
identical operating authority, it was 
contended the item established a com- 
petitive necesity for the proposed adjust- 
ment, which was not controverted, the 
examiner said. The rates proposed to be 
applied were the same in amount as the 
rates from or to the adjacent point 
Madison, and their compensatory nature 
was not questioned, he added. 

The proceeding was handled under the 
modified procedure. Exceptions, if any, 
to the examiner’s report are due within 
30 days from the date of service, No- 
vember 13. 








Motor Finance Proposals 


By a recommended report in MC-F- 
6214, Mid-American Truck Lines, Inc.— 
Control and Merger—Wichita Forward- 
ing Co., Examiner Joseph M. Zurlo has 
proposed that the Commission approve 
and authorize, subject to condition, ac- 
quisition by Mid-American Truck Linés, 
Inc., of St. Joseph, Mo., of control of 
Wichita Forwarding Co., of Kansas 
City, Mo., through purchase of capital 
stock, merger of the operating rights 
and property of the latter into the 
former for ownership, management and 
operation, and acquisition by Lee and 
Cecil Shalhope and LeRoy and Helen 


Wolfe, of the operating rights and 
property through the control and 
merger. 


Examiner Nathan Klitenic, by a rec- 
ommended report in MC-F-6381, David 
Rukin—Control—Limousine Rental Serv- 
ice, Inc., has proposed that the Commis- 
sion approve and authorize acquisition 
by David Rukin, of West Englewood, 
N.J., of control of Limousine Rental 
Service, Inc., of Mahwah, N.J., through 
stock ownership, on institution of oper- 
ations by it in interstate or foreign com- 
merce, pursuant to authority granted in 
MC-115456, Limousine Rental Service, 
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Inc., Common Carrier Application, effec- 
tive March 22, 1956. 

Examiner Fabian C. Cox, by a recom- 
mended report in MC-F-6267, Jones 
Motor Co., Inc—Control and Merger— 
Peters Transportation Co., has proposed 
that the Commission approve and au- 
thorize, with conditions, acquisition by 
Jones Motor Co., Inc., of Spring City, 
Pa., of control of Peters Transportation 
Co., of York, Pa., through purchase of 
its capital stock, merger into the former 
of the operating rights and property of 
the latter for ownership, management 
and operation, and acquisition by William 
S. Jones, Clifford M. Jones, R. C. Jones, 
Jr., H. Ellis Jones and H. A. Hershey, 
of control of the operating rights and 
property through the merger. 


Examiner Finds Kentucky 
Trucker Carrying Crude 


Oil Is a Private Carrier 


Examiner Richard A. Roberts has 
recommended that the Commission 
dismiss an application of a Ken- 
tucky motor carrier for a permit au- 
thorizing contract carriage of crude 
oil, on the ground that the carrier 
is not operating as either a common 
or contract carrier as defined in the 
interstate commerce act. 


In his recommended report issued in 
MC-115769, Glen Davidson Contract Car- 
rier Application, the examiner said he 
was convinced that the applicant’s op- 
erations were those of a private carrier, 
and that, accordingly, he had not been 
shown to be either a common or contract 
carrier for-hire within the meaning of 
section 203(a) 14 or 15 of the act. 


Glen Davidson, the applicant, of Park 
City, Ky., doing business as Davidson 
Oil Co., according to the examiner, 
sought a permit authorizing operation 
as a contract carrier over irregular 
routes for transporting crude oil, from 
points in 10 specified counties in Ken- 
tucky to Nashville, Tenn., and empty 
containers and other incidental facilities 
used in such transportation, on return. 
He said that concurrently with his appli- 
cation Mr. Davidson filed a petition to 
dismiss the application on the ground 
that his operations were those of a 
private carrier. 


Buys and Sells Oil 


“Applicant holds no authority to oper- 
ate in interstate commerce,” the exam- 
iner said. “In addition to farming, he 
has, for the past four or five years, en- 
gaged in the buying and selling of crude 
oil which he purchases from various 
small oil well leaseholders or producers 
in the Kentucky origin area and sells to 
available markets in Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee, principally at Somerset, Ky., and 
at Nashville. Frequently applicant must 
pick up his oil at two or three origins in 
order to complete a truckload. The pur- 
chase price he pays at an oil well may 
vary from $2.25 to $2.58 a barrel. In 
turn, he sells this crude oil to the South- 
ern Oil Service, at Nashville for $3.05 
a barrel and to the Somerset Refinery 
for $3.15 a barrel. Approximately one- 


third of applicant’s oil is sold to the 
refinery at Somerset and about two- 
thirds is sold at Nashville. 


“The moment the oil is measured into 
his tank trailer, it becomes applicant’s 
property. Neither those persons from 
whom he buys the oil nor the refinery 
to which it is sold has any control over 
such property. Applicant transports no 
other product but his own. The sellers 
of the crude have no knowledge of his 
market and the buyers thereof have no 
information as to where it is purchased. 
Once a month settlements are made be- 
tween applicant and the oil leaseholders 
or producers, and between applicant and 
the purchaser of his oil. Applicant pays 
for his oil through his own personal 
checking account. He owns two tractor- 
trailer units, each with a capacity of 3,000 
gallons. His vehicles are maintained in 
good condition, and he complies with the 
Commission’s rules and regulations with 
respect to the keeping of driver’s logs 
and the periodic physical examinations 
of his drivers. He employs two perma- 
nent and two part-time drivers and 
sometimes drives for himself.” 


Private Carrier Cases Cited 


Examiner Roberts cited the Woitishek 
case (Woitishek Common Carrier Appli- 
cation, 42 M.C.C. 193), in which, he said, 
the Commission, division 5, discussed at 
length the distinguishing characteristics 
of for-hire and private carriers, referring 
to a line of cases involving persons en- 
gaged primarily in supplying transporta- 
tion for compensation, with a purpose to 
profit from the transportation charges, 
who were found to be carriers for-hire, 
notwithstanding that each was the owner 
of the goods while in transit and was 


transporting them for the purpose of 
sale. 


“Also referred to,” the examiner said, 
“was another line of cases in which per- 
sons who were engaged primarily in some 
manufacturing or merchandising under- 
taking were found not to be carriers for- 
hire, although, as an incident to their 
primary business, they performed cer- 
tain transportation for which they re- 
ceived compensation which was identi- 
fiable as compensation for transporta- 
tion, and in some instances included an 
incidental profit. 

“The findings in each of those cases 
turned upon the questions of fact as 
to the primary business of the trans- 
porter and whether or not there was a 
purpose to profit from the transporta- 
tion charge. 

“Applying to the facts herein the prin- 
ciples laid down in the Woitishek case, 
supra, it is clear that the case herein 
follows the latter line of cases and not 
the former. The examiner is convinced 
that applicant’s operations are those of 
a private carrier, and that accordingly, 
he has not shown to be either a com- 
mon or contract carrier for-hire within 
the meaning of section 203(a) 14 or 15 
of the act.” 

A notice said that any exceptions to 
the examiner’s report would be due with- 
in 30 days from November 13. 





Amendment of ‘Grandfather’ 
Clause Permit Proposed 


A Commission examiner has recom- 
mended that the Commission issue 
Beatty Motor Express, Inc., of Washing- 
ton, Pa., an amended “grandfather” 
clause permit authorizing transportation 
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of soap and soap products from (ip. 
cinnati, O., to Pittsburgh and Wash. 
ington, Pa., and Wheeling, W.Va., oye, 
irregular routes, in addition to operation; 
described in the corporation’s presen 
permit in MC-78062. 


By a recommended report in mo. 
78062, Beatty Motor Express, Inc.—Mogj. 
fication of Permit, Examiner H. W. Ang} 
found that the corporation’s predecesgo; 
Robert C. Beatty, doing business as p 
Beatty Motor Express, was in bona fi, 
operation as a contract carrier by motg 
vehicle, of the aforementioned commog. 
ities, from and to the aforementione; 
points, on July 1, 1935, and that th 
predecessor and the successor corpora. 
tion had engaged in such operation cop. 
tinuously since. 


The examiner recommended that th: 
Commission grant a petition filed Feb. 
ruary 21 by Beatty Motor Express, Inc. 
asking for reopening of the “grandfather’ 
clause application for the purpose of 
modifying the authority involved to con- 
form to actual operations being conducted 
on and before July 1, 1935, and contin. 
uously thereafter. 


The examiner said it might be con- 
cluded that the evidence fairly estab. 
lished that the permit issued to th 
corporation reflected the predecessor’ 
operations on the “critical date” (July 
1, 1935), which included the transporta- 
tion of package groceries from Cincin- 
nati to Pittsburgh, Washington, and 
Wheeling. He added, however, that later 
in MC-78062, Sub. 26, the Commission 
found that authority to transport pack- 
age groceries did not include authority 
to transport nonedible commodities, such 
as soap, soap powders, cleaning and wash- 
ing compounds, toilet preparations, and 
glycerine. 

“Accordingly,” the examiner continued 
“it must here be concluded that peti- 
tioner [the corporation] does not now 
possess authority to transport soap and 
related items.” 

A notice said that any exceptions to 
the examiner’s report would be due with- 
in 30 days from November 13. 





Motor Service of Railroad 
Limited to Prior Movement 
By ‘Piggyback’ Proposed 

Joint Board No. 24, composed 0! 
William P. O’Donnell, of Minnesota 
and Ernest D. Nelson, of North Da- 
kota, has recommended that the 
Commission grant the Great North- 
ern Railway Co. motor commor 
carrier authority to transport genera 
commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween specified points in Minnesota 
and North Dakota, and two US. Ait 
Force bases located in North Dakota, 
over irregular routes, restricted to 
traffic having an immediately prior 
movement by railroad in so-called 
“piggyback” service. 

A recommended report was issued in 
MC-28573, Sub. 11, Great Northern Rail- 
way Co., Extension—Air Bases—Grand 
Forks and Minot, N.D. The joint board 
proposed that the railroad be granted 
authority to transport general commod- 


ities, with exceptions, (1) from East 
Grand Forks, Minn., and Grand Forks, 
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N.D., to the U.S. Air Force Base located 
about 12 miles west of Grand Forks, and 
(2) from Minot, N.D., to the US. Air 
Force Base located about 11 miles north 
of Minot, all over irregular routes, re- 
stricted to traffic having an immediately 
prior movement by railroad in so-called 
“piggyback” service. 

The joint board said that the air base 
near Grand Forks, N.D., was served by 
railroad but that the air base near 
Minot, N.D., was not at the present time 
provided with such service. It said that 
supporting shippers needed extension of 
“piggyback” service from the afore- 
mentioned points to the air bases and 
also needed an expedited delivery serv- 
ice. 

“While the applicant has specified 
certain highways,” the joint board said, 
“which it would use in rendering the 
proposed service, the evidence indicates 
that the proposed service is more in the 
nature of an irregular route service. In 
the circumstances, the joint board shall 
recommend a grant of irregular route 
authority.” 

A notice said that any exception to 
the board’s report would be due within 
30 days from November 14. 


MOTOR RECOMMENDED REPORTS 


Recommended orders in these reports 
become effective at expiration of 20 days 
from date of service of reports (25 days 
if general office of a party to a proceed- 
ing, or the office of the petitioner repre- 
senting him, is located at or west of El 
Paso, Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, or 
Helena, Mont.) unless exceptions have 
been filed within the 20-day period, or 
the order has been stayed or. postponed 
by the Commission. 


State in which applicant for certificate 
license or permit has home Office is shown 
below in “black face” type, with name 
of town or city following. 


Cathode Ray Tubes 


I. and S. M-8385, Various—From the 
East to Central Territory Points. By 
Examiner Earl S. Dowell. Handled under 
modified procedure. Recommends order 
requiring cancellation of proposed sched- 
ules and discontinuing proceeding, on 
finding not shown just and reasonable, 
schedules filed to become effective on 
April 6, 1956, by Shirks Motor Express 
Corporation and Security Cartage Co., 
Inc., common carriers, proposing to 
establish a commodity rate of 265 cents 
a 100 pounds on cathode ray tubes, mini- 
mum 10,000 pounds, from Lancaster, 
Pa., to Indianapolis, Ind. The schedules, 
the examiner said, were suspended to 
November 5, on protest of the Trunk 
Line Territory railroads, the respondent 
carriers having postponed the effective 
date to February 5, 1957. He said that, 
according to the respondents, the sus- 
pended rate was published as a result of 
their own independent action to more 
nearly meet rail competition. The rail- 
roads maintained a 265-cent rate, mini- 
mum 14,000 pounds, and a 230-cent rate, 
minimum 21,000 pounds, the examiner 
said, adding that on March 7, 1956, the 
Commission granted the railroads a 6 per 
cent increase in Ex Parte 196, which 
increased the 14,000-pound rail rate from 
265 to 281 cents. The respondents were 
now willing to increase the suspended 





rate to 281 cents, he said. At present 
the respondent motor carriers had a 
12,000-pound minimum weight, the ex- 
aminer said, and added that they ar- 
gued that the purpose of the suspended 
schedules was to establish a competitive 
rate based on 9 realistic minimum weight 
that could be loaded in one vehicle. The 
respondents maintained that only an 
average of approximately 10,000 pounds 
of cathode ray tubes could be loaded in 
one vehicle, he said. The burden of 
proof of justifying the proposed rate 
had not been borne by the respondents; 
they presented no cost data to show that 
the proposed rate would be compensa- 
tory, and no other conclusion could be 
reached than that the evidence was in- 
sufficient to justify the suspended rate, 
the examiner said. 


Washing Machines 


I. and S. M-8453, Machines, Drying or 
Washing—Nashville to Ia., N.D., Neb., 
S.D. By Examiner Joseph F. Wilson. 
Modified procedure followed. Recom- 
mends ordering schedules canceled and 
proceeding discontinued on finding not 
shown just and reasonable reduced com- 
modity rates, minimum 16,000 pounds, 
on machines, drying or washing, and 
washing and drying machines combined, 
in straight or mixed shipments, from 
Nashville, Tenn., to Des Moines, Ia., 
Fargo, N.D., Omaha, Neb., and Sioux 
Falls, S.D., of 178 cents a 100 pounds, 
237 cents, 195 cents and 214 cents, re- 
spectively, proposed in lieu of exceptions 
rates of 194, 260, 212 and 234 cents, re- 
spectively. Examiner Wilson said the 
rates were filed to become effective April 
27, by Adkins Transfer Co., Inc., but on 
protest of the Western Trunk Line Terri- 
tory railroads, operation of the schedules 
was suspended to and including Novem- 
ber 26. He said that respondent failed 
to offer any evidence as to what the 
costs and expenses would be on this 
operation. 


Reclaimed Rubber 


I. and S. M-8557, Reclaimed Rubber— 
Akron, O. to Oaks, Pa. By Examiner 
Leonard J. Kassel. Recommends vaca- 
ting order of suspension and discontinu- 
ing proceeding on finding just and rea- 
sonable a minimum rate of 55 cents a 
100 pounds, minimum 65,000 pounds, on 
reclaimed rubber from Akron, O., to 
Oaks, Pa., published by Fischbach Truck- 
ing Co., to alternate with its present 
minimum rate of 62 cents, minimum 20,- 
000 pounds. The rate was filed to be- 
come effective May 31 but on protest of 
the railroads in Central Territory it was 
suspended to December 30, Examiner 
Kassel said. He said that in a number 
of relatively recent proceedings, “per- 
haps beginning in 1955” with Fabric, 
Georgia and North Carolina to Okla. 
and Tex., 63 M.C.C. 430, 434, approval 
was given to motor carrier minima 
which could not be loaded in a single 
vehicle. While a minimum of 32,500 
pounds would not be in excess of the 
carrying capacity of a single vehicle or- 
dinarily used in the transportation of 
reclaimed rubber, the proposed mini- 
mum weight was not unlawful in the 
light of the cited precedents, the exami- 
ner said. 


Unmanufactured Tobacco 


I. and S. M-8551, Unmanufactured To- 
bacco—Pennsylvania to New Jersey and 
New York. By Examiner James D. Boyle. 
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Modified procedure followed. 
mends ordering schedules canceled 
proceeding discontinued on finding not 
shown just and reasonable pro 
reduced less-truckload commodity rates 
on unmanufactured tobacco from Exetg 
and Pittston, Pa., to Camden, NJ,, 
Poughkeepsie, N.Y., of 100 cents a 10 
pounds to Camden and 98 cents tp 
Poughkeepsie on shipments over 6,00 
pounds, in lieu of rates of 106 cents ang 
104 cents, respectively. The rates wer 
filed to become effective May 28 
Fowler & Williams, Inc., but on proteg 
of the Middle Atlantic Conference oper. 
tion of the schedules was suspended ty 
and including December 27, and volup. 
tarily postponed indefinitely. The e. 
aminer said that unmanufactured tobap. 
co was included in the exemption claug 
of the interstate commerce act, but, ip 
order to load other traffic in the sam 
trailers with it, respondent maintaingj 
commodity rates in a tariff on file with 
the Commission. Since the commodity 
was an exempt item, the examiner said, 
respondent pointed out that the trafir 
could easily be diverted to non-regulatej 
carriers looking for return loads. The 
respondent stated, the examiner saii, 
that its shipping records indicated that 
the average tonnage of the traffic handle 
amounted to 30,000 pounds weekly, and 
that shipments had averaged 10,000 to 
15,000 pounds. Based on shipments of 
10,000 pounds and distances of 130 mils 
and 165 miles to Camden and Pough- 
keepsie, respectively, he said, the r- 
spondent asserted that its earnings 
would be 76.9 cents per truck-mile m 
shipments to Camden and 60 cents pr 
truck-mile on shipments to Poughkeepsie, 
He said the protestant argued that the 
truck-mile earnings submitted were to 
high inasmuch as a shipper could insist 
on protection of the 6,000-pound min- 
mum published with the proposed rate, 
In this event, the examiner said, tl 
truck-mile earnings would be 46 cens 
and 35 cents to Camden and Poughkeep- 
sie, respectively. He said the protestant 
also pointed out that there had bea 
no showing with respect to the cost.d 
performing the service. Under the ci- 
cumstances, said the examiner, there wis 
no way of ascertaining whether or nét 
the proposed rates were compensator. 
He said the respondent had failed 
sustain the burden of proving the rats 
were just and reasonable. 









Plastic Materials 


I. and S. M-8549, Plastic Materiak, 
L.T.L.—Trenton, N.J. to Philadelphia. 
By Examiner James D. Boyle. Modified 
procedure followed. Recommends orde 
ing schedules canceled and proceedim 
discontinued on finding not shown just 
and reasonable proposed reduced les 
truckload rates on plastic materials @ 
products, from Trenton, N.J., to Phila 
delphia, Pa., of 92 cents a 100 pounds, 
on shipments weighing less than 2,00 
pounds, 73 cents on shipments weighing 
2,000 pounds but less than 6,000 pounds 
and 61 cents on shipments weighing 
6,000 pounds or more, proposed in liel 
of rates of 106 cents, 84 cents, and 7 
cents, respectively. The examiner sale 
the rates were filed to become effective 
May 28, but that on protest of the 
Middle Atlantic Conference, operation 
of the schedules was suspended to anc 
including December 27. The respondent 
had voluntarily suspended the rates in- 
definitely, he said. Other than'rate com- 
parisons, the examiner said, responden! 
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November 17, 1956 


Mr. Freight “rides the plush” too! 


In ensuing months, The Milwaukee Road em- 
blem you see at the bottom of this ad will be 
stenciled on 1,250 more brand new smooth- 
rolling freight cars. There’ll be 1,000 50-foot 
steel boxcars, 100 covered hopper cars, 50 air- 
slide covered hoppers, 50 compartmentizer- 
equipped insulated boxcars and 50 mechani- 
cal giant refrigerators with roller bearings. 


These cars, which would extend 12 miles if 
placed in a single train, are evidence of The 
Milwaukee Road’s continuing determination 
to give the very important Mr. Freight a 
fine ride like Miss Passenger. 


Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad 


And considering the new ‘“‘Pullman’”’ accom- 
modations, the bowling alley smoothness of 
the track, and the fast, jolt-free performance 
of all-modern diesel and electric power, Mr. 
Freight darn near gets such a ““Pullman”’ ride 
on the Milwaukee! 


The Milwaukee Road serves all the West 
and all America, too. And getting down to 
cases, please note this. You can by-pass the 
Chicago Terminal by specifying ‘““Terre Haute 
Division” and expedite transfer with lines to 
and from the East and South. 


Treat Mr. Freight right. Route him via 
The Milwaukee Road! 


J. M. CUNNINGHAM 
General Freight Traffic 
Manager 


Headquarters: Union Station, Chicago 6, Ill. 
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offered no evidence to support its argu- 
ments and contentions that the proposed 
rates were necessary to permit the Tren- 
ton shipper to meet the competition of 
northern New Jersey shippers and to 
“avoid the present unreasonable disad- 
vantage imposed on the Trenton ship- 
per.” 


Certificates—Licenses—Permits 


Alabama (South Flomaton)—MC- 
107622, Sub. 16, Gulf & Southern Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., Extension—Century, 
Fla. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Lumber, roughed or dressed, over irregu- 
lar routes, (1) from points in Monroe, 
Mobile and Escambia counties, Ala.. to 
points in Florida west of the Apala- 
chicola River, and (2) from Century, 
Fla. and points one mile thereof, to 
points in Alabama on and south of US. 
Highway 80, including Montgomery, Ala. 

Canada (St. Basile, Quebec)—MC- 
115628, Sub. 2, St.-Basile Transport, Inc., 
Common Carrier. Permit proposed. 
Cement, in bags, from the U.S.-Canada 
boundary at or near Jackman, Me., and 
Norton, Derby Line and Highgate 
Springs, Vt., to Ipswich, Mass., restricted 
to traffic originating at St. Basile, Que- 
bec, Canada, over irregular routes. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—MC-2900, Sub. 
78, Great Southern Trucking Co., Ex- 
tension—Fernandina Beach, Fla., em- 
bracing MC-75651, Sub. 41, R. C. Motor 
Lines, Inc., Extension—Same. In the 
title case, on further hearing, denial of 
certificate proposed. In the embraced 
proceeding, denial of certificate proposed. 
In both cases, general commodities, with 
exceptions, between Jacksonville, Fla., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Fernan- 
dina Beach and Yulee, Fla., over irregu- 
lar routes. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—MC-103378, 
Sub. 73, Petroleum Carrier Corporation, 
Extension — Hydrofiuosilicic Acid. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Hydrofluosilicic acid, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mont- 
gomery, Ala., to Pensacola, Fla., over 
irregular routes. 

Illinois (Chicago) —-MC-4405, Sub. 275, 
Dealer’s Transit, Inc., Extension— 
Trailers. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Over irregular routes, (1) trailers, semi- 
trailers and trailer chasis, other than 
those designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles, in initial movements, in 
truckaway and driveaway service, from 
points in the Detroit, Mich., commercial 
zone, to points in the United States, 
with certain exceptions, and (2) tractors, 
other than farm tractors, in secondary 
movements, in driveaway service, only 
when drawing trailers moving in initial 
driveaway service, from points in the 
Detroit, Mich., commercial zone, to points 
in the United States. 

Indiana (Elkhart)—MC-103993, Sub. 
72, Morgan Drive-Away, Inc., Extension— 
Tulare, Calif. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Trailers designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, by truckaway 
method, in initial movements, from Tu- 
lare, Calif., to all points in the United 
States, over irregular routes. 

Iowa (Iowa City) —MC-92983, Sub. 168, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Calvert 
City, Ky., embracing MC-109637, Sub. 
34, Gasoline Transport Co., Extension— 
Same, MC-110525, Sub. 304, Chemical 





Tank Lines, Inc., Extension—Same, and 
MC-112617, Sub. 22, Liquid Transporters, 
Inc., Extension—Same. Certificates pro- 
posed. In MC-92983, Sub. 168, over ir- 
regular routes, trichloromonofiluorometh- 
ane,  dichlorodifluoromethane, mono- 
chlorodifluoromethane, _ trichlorotrifluo- 
roethane, dichlorotetracluoroethane, and 
mixtures thereof, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, from points in Marshall County, 
Ky., to points in 20 states, with certain 
exceptions. In MC-109637, Sub. 34, over 
irregular routes, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) vinyl acetate, from Calvert City, Ky., 
and points within 10 miles of Calvert 
City, except points within five miles of 
Paducah, Ky., to points in 16 states, 
with certain exceptions, and (2) acety- 
line chemicals, from the aforementioned 
points, to points in 15 states, with cer- 
tain exceptions. In MC-110525, Sub. 304, 
over irregular routes, same commodities 
as in MC-92983, Sub. 168, from points 
in Marshall County, Ky., to points in 19 
states, with certain exceptions, and the 
District of Columbia. In MC-112617, Sub. 
22, over irregular routes, same commod- 
ities as aforementioned, from points in 
Marshall County, Ky., to points in 19 
states with certain exceptions. 


Iowa (Iowa City) —MC-92983, Sub. 144, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Iowa. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
(1) chemicals and acids, in bulk, (a) from 
Joplin and Louisiana, Mo., Chicago, II1., 
Midland and Kalamazoo, Mich., Burling- 
ton, Gibbstown and Parlin, N.J., and Mil- 
waukee, Wis., to points in Iowa, and (b) 
from points in Mo.(except Louisiana and 
Joplin and except phosphoric and sul- 
furic acids from Atlas, Mo., to Perry, Ia.), 
N.J. (except Gibbstown, Burlington and 
Parlin), Mich., (except Kalamazoo and 
Midland), Wis. (except Milwaukee), Ill. 
(except Chicago), O., Ind., Tex., Kan. (ex- 
cept Military and Lawrence), Pa., Ark., 
Okla. and N.Y., to Iowa City and points 
within five miles thereof, and (2) lique- 
fied petroleum gases, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Tex., Ark., IIl., 
Ind., Kan. (except Military and Law- 
rence), Mich., Mo. and Okla., to Keota, 
Mount Joy and Iowa City, Ia. 


Kansas (Wichita)—-MC-30605, Sub. 86, 
The Santa Fe Transportation Co., Ex- 
tension—Denton, Tex. (Corrected report). 
Certificate proposed, limited to five years 
in the transportation of explosives. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions between 
named points in Texas, over specified 
routes, serving all intermediate points 
and termini located on the Gulf, Colo- 
rado and Santa Fe Railway Co., subject 
to conditions, one being that service shall 
be limited to that which is auxiliary to, 
or supplemental of, rail service of the 
Atchinson, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway, 
Co., and its subsidiary, the Gulf, Colorado 
and Santa Fe Railway Co. 


Maine (Warren)—MC-116026, Sub. 2, 
Maurice Turner, Extension—Prefabri- 
cated Buildings. Certificate proposed. 
Over irregular routes, prefabricated 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections, and when transported in con- 
nection therewith, component parts 
thereof and equipment and materials in- 
cidental to the erection and completion 
of such buildings, from Rockland, Me., to 
points in N.H., Vt., Mass., R.I., Conn., 
N.Y. and N.J., and empty containers on 
return. 

Massachusetts (New Bedford)—MC- 
12645, Paragon Travel Agency, Inc., 
Broker. Licenses proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, in special or charter 
operations, beginning and ending at New 
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Bedford, Mass., and extending to points 
in the United States. 

Minnesota (Mahnomen)—MC-1 15948, 
Rudy Tupa, Common Carrier. Certificate 
proposed. Malt beverages, from La Crosse, 
Wis., to Detroit Lakes, Mahnomen and 
Moorhead, Minn., and empty containers 
on return, over irregular routes. 

Mississippi (Jackson )—MC-105957, 
Sub. 41, Delta Motor Line, Inc., Exten- 
sion — Mississippi. Certificate proposed, 
General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Cleveland and Ruleville, Miss, 
and between Ruleville and junction of 
Mississippi Highway 8 with U.S. Highway 
49E, near Minter City, Miss., over spec- 
ified routes, serving no intermediate 
points, as alternate routes for operating 
convenience only. 

Missouri (Joplin)—-MC-623, Sub. 16, 
H. Messick, Inc., Extension—Ishpeming, 
Mich. Permit proposed, limited to five 
years in the transportation of explosives, 
Class A explosives, from the Hercules 
Powder Co. plant, near Ishpeming, Mich,, 
to points in Lea and Eddy counties, N.M,, 
and returned shipments on return, over 
irregular routes. 

New Jersey (North Bergen) —MC-827335, 
Sub. 1, Hudson-Bergen Trucking Co, 
Extension—Nassau County, N.Y. Permit 
proposed. Groceries, from the North Hud- 
son Grocery Co., North Bergen, N.J., to 
points in Nassau, Suffolk and West- 
chester counties, N.Y., over irregular 
routes. 

New Mexico (Bellen) —MC-110452, Sub. 
10, A. P. Graham, dba Graham Trucking 
Co., Extension—Arizona. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed for want of prosecution. 
Lumber, from specified points in New 
Mexico, to specified points in Arizona, 
over irregular routes. 

New York (Ontario)—MC-108313, Sub. 
6, Caledonia Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Chemicals in Containers. Permit pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, liquid 
chlorine, and hypochlorites, in con- 
tainers, from Calendonia, N.Y., to points 
in Del., Ill., Ind., Ky., Me., Mich., N.H,, 
O., Vt., W.Va. and Wis., and empty con- 
tainers on return. 

New York (Syracuse)—MC-107871, Sub. 
6, Bonded Freightways, Inc., Extension 
—Asphalt, In Bulk, In Tank Vehicles. 
Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, asphalt, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) from Albany, N.Y., to points in Mass., 
Conn. and Vt., and (2) from Troy, N.Y,, 
to points in Vermont. 

North Carolina (Raleigh) —MC-34837, 
Sub. 8, Reliable Transport, Inc., Exten- 
sion—South Carolina. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
toluol (toluene) xylene, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Norfolk, Hopewell and 
Richmond, Va., and points within 10 
miles of each of those points, to points 
in South Carolina. 

Oklahoma (Snyder)—MC-115823, Rob- 
ert F. Aley, dba Aley Transport, Common 
Carrier. Certificate proposed. Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Wilbarger and Wichita coun- 
ties, Tex., to points in Oklahoma west of 
U.S. Highway 77, over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma (Tulsa)—MC-106398, Sub. 
67, National Trailer Convoy Co., Inc., 
Extension—Tulare, Calif. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, by 
truckaway method, in initial movements, 
from Tulare, Calif., to all points in the 
United States, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Ashland) — MC-66650, 
Sub. 3, Amy T. McCormick and Edith M. 
Smith, dba A. T. McCormick, Extension 
—Walkersville, Md. Certificate pro- 
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posed. Bakery products, except biscuits, 
crackers and cookies, from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Walkersville and Hagerstown, 
Md. and empty cartons on return, over 
irregular routes. 

Penns ylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC- 
12575, Sub. 1, Emma E. Downing, Exten- 
sion—New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 
Denial of license proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, in all-expense tours 
beginning and ending at points in Bucks, 
Chester, Delaware, Montgomery and 
Philadelphia counties, Pa., and those in 
New Jersey within 25 miles of Philadel- 
phia, and extending to points in the 
United States. 

Rhode Island (Valley Falls)—MC-116- 
002, Thomas M. Griffin, Common Carrier. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, in charter service, from East 
Providence, R.I., to Fall River, Mansfield 
and Dartmouth, Mass., over irregular 
routes. 

South Dakota (Sioux Falls)—MC- 
116090 Kenneth B. Miller, Common Car- 
rier. Certificate proposed. (1) Agri- 
cultural machinery and implements, and 
(2) agricultural machinery and imple- 
ment parts when moving with said ma- 
chines on which they are to be installed, 
from Sioux Falls, S.D., to specified coun- 
ties in Iowa and Minnesota, over irregu- 
lar routes. 

Tennessee (Johnson City)—MC-52953, 
Sub. 18, ET & WNC Transportation Co., 
Extension—Alternate Route. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Cleveland, Tenn., and 
Westminister, S.C., over a designated 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 
an alternate route for operating conveni- 
ence only in connection with regular 
route operations, conditions on applicant’s 
surrender of its certificate in MC-52953, 
Sub. 16, and its request that such cer- 
tificate be canceled. 

Texas (Forth Worth)—MC-1510, Sub. 
55, Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
Extension—Houston-Port Arthur. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, express and newspapers, be- 
tween specified points in Texas, over 
named routes, serving all intermediate 
points, and in one case, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only, 
serving on intermediate points. 


Texas (Houston)—MC-110436, Sub. 21, 
Robertson Transports, Inc., Extension— 
New Mexico, now entitled and renum- 
bered MC-116077, Sub. 7, Robertson 
Tank Lines, Inc., Extension—New Mex- 
ico. Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Baytown, Tex., to 
points in New Mexico on and south of 
US. Highway 66, except petroleum lub- 
ricating oil to Oil Center Jal, Eunice, 
Carlsbad, Gage, Deming, Hobbs and 
Gallup, N.M., and points within five 
miles of each. 


Texas (Houston)—MC-113779, Sub. 41, 
York Interstate Trucking, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Louisiana - Arkansas. Certificate 
proposed. Anhydrous ammonia, and 
nitrogen solutions, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, between El Dorado, Ark., and 
Luling, La., over irregular routes. 

Virginia (Cobbs Creek)—MC-61620, 
Sub. 11, H. E. Hudgins and C. Douglas 
Thomas, dba M. & G. Transportation, 
Extension—Mathews County, Va. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
general commodities, with exceptions, 


from points in Mathews and Gloucester 
counties, Va., to Richmond, Norfolk and 
Portsmouth, Va., Baltimore, Md., and 
Washington, D.C. 

Wisconsin (Neenah)—-MC-110988, Sub. 
41, Kampo Transit, Inc., Extension— 
Acids and Chemicals. Certificate pro- 
posed. Chemicals and acids, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from St. Louis, Ill., to 
points in Wisconsin, over irregular routes. 

Wyoming (Newcastle) —-MC-108380 Sub. 
41, Johnston’s Fuel Liners, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Nebraska. (Corrected report). 
Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Newcastle, Wyo., to 
points in a designated area of Nebraska, 
with certain exceptions, subject to con- 
dition that authority is not tacked or 
joined directly or indirectly with other 
authority held by applicant. 


Hearings 


1.C.C. CASES ASSIGNED 
FOR HEARING 


1.C.C. cases assigned for hearing or oral 
argument appear below. The assignments are 
grouped under separate headings as to rail, 
water, motor, etc. They will be published only 
once. Changes in assignments will be published 
as announced by the 1.C.C. 


RAIL 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in Finance 19463, Application of 
Norfolk and Western Ry. Co. for authority 
to construct and operate an extension of its 
line of railroad in Russell and Dickerson 
Counties, Va., assigned November 28, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
December 3, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Blond. 

Hearing in Ex Parte 206, Increased Freight 
Rates, Eastern and Western Territories, 1956, 
assigned January 15, at Washington, D.C., 
postponed to January 24, at Washington, 
D.C., before Division 2. 

Oral argument in Ex Parte 206, Increased 
Freight Rates, Eastern and Western Ter- 
ritories, 1956, assigned January 22, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., postponed to February 11, at 
Washington, D.C., before the entire Com- 
mission. ’ 

Oral argument in Finance 18845, Louis- 
ville and Nashville R.R. Co., et al., Merger, 
etc., assigned December 4, at Washington, 
D.C., postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing on railroads’ motion in Ex Parte 
206, Increased Freight Rates, Eastern and 
Western Territories, 1956, assigned November 
26. at Chicago, Ill., canceled and reassigned 
November 26, at New Pickwick Hotel, Kansas 
City, Mo., before Division 2. 

Oral argument on railroads’ motion in 
Ex Parte 206, Increased Freight Rates, East- 
ern and Western Territories, 1956, assigned 
December 3, at Chicago, Ill., canceled and 
reassigned December 3, at New Pickwick 
Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before the entire 
Commission. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6572 and Sups. 1 to 3, 
incl., Cancellation of Routing—New England 
to Fla. (ACL), and 31986 and Sups. 1 to 4, 
incl., Cancellation of Joint Routing—A.C.L.— 
Southern Ry., assigned January 8, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., canceled and reassigned Jan- 
uary 29, at Washington, D.C., before Exam- 
iner Dunn. 


New Assignments 


November 26—Chicago, Ill.—Division 2: 

Ex Parte 206—Increased Freight Rates, 
Eastern and Western Territories, 1956. 
(Railroads’ motion) 

December 3—Chicago, Ill.—Oral 
before entire Commission: 

Ex Parte 206—Increased Freight Rates, 
Eastern and Western Territories, 1956. 
(Railroads’ motion) 

December 11—Washington, D.C.—Oral argu- 
ment before the Commission: 


argument 


TRAFFIC Wort 


32035—Increased Express Charges in East. 
ern Territory. 
December 11—Washington, 
Bradford: 
Finance 16575—Lackawanna & Wyoming 
Valley R.R. Co. Reorganization. 
Finance 19470—Same Control. 
December 14—New York, N.Y.—45 Broadway 
—Examiner Naftalin: 
32056—Consolidated Cork Corp. v. Reading 
Co., et al. 
December 17—San Francisco, Calif.—Fed. og 
Bldg.—Examiner Peck: ; 
I. & S. 6649—Substitution of Rail Regular 
for Trailer-On-Flat-Car Service. 
No. 32042—Substitution of Box Cars for 
Trailer-On-Flat-Car Service. 
December 17—Washington, D.C.—Examing 
FSA. 52699 Oo 
S.A. —Ore Concentrates—Rosi 
Ill. to Pa. Points. —<? 
February 4—Salt Lake City, Utah: 
Ex Parte 206—Increased Freight Rates, 
Eastern and Western Territories, 1956, 


D.C.—Examiner 


WATER 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in W-336, Sub. 7, Pope & Talbot, 
Inc., Extension—Pittsburgh, assigned Novem. 
ber 29, at Washington, D.C., canceled. 


New Assignments 


December 11—Philadelphia, Pa.—Penn-Sher. 
wood Hotel—Examiner Naftalin: 
W-1057—James C. Andersen, contract Car- 
rier application. 
December 19—New Bedford, Mass.—Fed. Bldg, 
—Examiner Naftalin: 
W-1094—Seaboard Transport Co., Inc., com. 
mon carrier application. 
January 8—New York, N.Y.—Sheraton Me- 
Alpin Hotel—Examiner Barber: 
FF-243—West Coast Freight Co., 


Inc,, 
Freight Forwarder Application. 


MOTOR 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in MC-40858, Sub. 45, Silver Fleet 
Motor Express, Inc., Louisville, Ky., common 
carrier application, assigned November 9, at 
Frankfort, Ky., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-115753, Franklin Durgin 
Trucking, Plainview, Minn., contract carrier 
application, assigned November 13, at St. 
ag ry ag ge reassigned Novem- 

,a y Hall, Plainview, Minn., 
Jt. Bd. 142., a 

Hearing in MC-1150, Sub. 17, Heeren 
Trucking Co., Lemmon, S.D., common carrier 
application, assigned November 14, at Pierre, 
S.D., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-116141, Z. J. Nichols, Kansas 
City, Mo., contract carrier application, as- 
signed November 8, at Kansas City, Mo. 
canceled and reassigned November 26, at 
Hotel Pickwick, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Jt. Bd. 36. 

Hearing in MC-116145, G. G. Parsons, 
North Wilkesboro, N.C., contract carrier ap- 
plication, assigned November 19, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., canceled and reassigned Decem- 
ber 10, at Washington, D.C., before Examiner 


Harrison. 

Hearing in MC-99828, Sub. 1, Nielsen 
Trucking Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, com: 
mon carrier application, assigned Novembet 
20, at Salt Lake City, Utah, canceled and 
reassigned December 11, at P.O. Bldg., Salt 
Lake City. Utah, before Jt. Bd. 48. 

Hearing in MC-54666, Sub. 8, Green Truck 
Lines, Inc., Hattiesburg, Miss., common car- 
rier application, assigned November 27, at 
Jackson, Miss., canceled and reassigned De- 
cember 14, at Robert E. Lee Hotel, Jackson, 
Miss., before Jt. Bd. 97. 


Hearing in MC-66277, Sub. 1, Arrow Freight 
Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mass., contract car- 
rier application, assigned November 9, at 
Boston, Mass., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-116084, Capitol Tank Line, 
Inc., Bell, Calif., common carrier applica- 
tion, assigned November 20, at Los Angeles, 
Calif., canceled and reassigned November 16, 
at Fed. Bldg., Los Angeles, Calif., before Ex- 
aminer Linn. 

Hearing in MC-93003, Sub. 34, Carroll 
Trucking Co., Huntington, W.Va., common 
carrier application, assigned November 27, at 
Columbus, O., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-12647, N. Dale Lightner, 
Hanover, Pa., broker application, assigned 
November 27, at Washington, D.C., canceled. 
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° Inspecting fuel oil samples under an electron microscope. 
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WHAT’S MORE, they’re “trouble spots.” But they 
probably won’t give us—or you—any headaches 
because a Southern Railway chemist using a recently 


developed, super powerful electron microscope, has 





com: 

. discovered the trouble before it happened. 

—d You see, even the best of diesel fuel oil tends to 
4 become unstable if it remains in storage too long. If 
L De not caught and corrected by the addition of chemicals, 
“ this oil breakdown in the storage tank can mean an 
care engine failure out on the line. 

Line This kind of routine trouble spotting before it hap- 
—o4 pens, using ultra-modern research tools in the hands 
7 of skilled specialists, helps keep your shipments on 
roll the move — when they move over the Southern. 

limon 
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Hearing in MC-665, Sub. 52, Missouri- 
Arkansas Transportation Co., Joplin, Mo., 
common carrier application, assigned De- 
cember 5, at State Comm., Topeka, Kan., 
transferred to December 5, at Kansas Hotel, 
Topeka, Kan., before Jt. Bd. 39. 

Hearing in MC-109365, Sub. 7, Anthony & 
Patterson Truck Line, Ashdown, Ark., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned December 
7, at New Orleans, La., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-3261, Sub. 22, Kramer Bros. 
Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common 
carrier application, assigned November 16, 
at Washiugton, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
December 11, at Washington, D.C., before 
Jt. Bd. 112. 

Hearing in MC-116134, Sub. 1, H. & M. 
Trucking Co., Inc., Washington, D.C., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned December 
6, at Washington, D.C., canceled and reas- 
signed January 8, at Washington, D.C., be- 
fore Jt. Bd. 68. 

Hearing 1n MC-30897, Sub. 9, Consolidated 
Freight Co., Saginaw, Mich., common car- 
rier application, assigned November 29, at 
Columbus, O., canceled and reassigned Jan- 
uary 30. at New P.O. Bldg., Columbus, O., 
before Jt. Bd. 117. 

Hearings in MC-C-1999, Boston and Taun- 
ton Transportation Co., et al. v. Lawson 
Trucking Co., and MC-C-2000, Adley Express 
Co., et al. v. West Side Motor Express, Inc., 
assigned November 13, at Boston, Mass., can- 
celed. 

Hearing in MC-112370, Sub. 8, Washington- 
Solomons Freight Line, Washington, D.C., 
common carrier application, assigned Novem- 
ber 13, at Washington, D.C., canceled and 
reassigned November 20, at Washington, D.C., 
before Jt. Bd. 112. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-8697, Pipe Fittings— 
Anniston, Ala. to Chicago, Ill., assigned No- 
vember 20, at Birmingham, Ala., canceled 
and reassigned November 23, at U.S. Ct. 
Rms., Birmingham, Ala., before Examiner 
Cantrell. 

Hearing in MC-114346, Sub. 5, 
Caribbean Motor Transport, Miama, Fla., 
common carrier application, assigned No- 
vember 15, at Jacksonville, Fla., canceled and 
reassigned January 15, at Mayflower Hotel, 
Jacksonville, Fla., before Jt. Bd. 205. 

Hearing in MC-79577, Sub. 28, Oilfields 
Trucking Co., Bakersfield, Calif., common 
carrier application, assigned November 16, at 
Los Angeles, Calif., canceled and reassigned 
January 15, at Old Mint Blidg., San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., before Examiner Linn. 

Hearing in MC-42318, Sub. 31, 
Hall Co., Inc., Birmingham, Ala., common 
carrier application, assigned November 14, 
at Tallahassee, Fla., canceled and reassigned 
Januarv 24, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Tallahassee, 
Fla., before Jt. Bd. 98. 

Hearings in MC-103051, Sub. 17, Walker 
Hauling Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common 
carrier application and MC-114475, Sub. 4, 
General Transport, Inc., Nashville, Tenn., 
contract carrier application, assigned No- 
vember 26, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Chattanooga, 
Tenn.. transferred to November 26, at Fed. 
Blidg.. Chattanooga, Tenn., before Examiner 
Hagerty. 

Hearings in I. & S. M-8815, Engines, Etc.— 
Ill. & Wis. to Twin Cities, Minn.; MC-C-2032, 
Road Making Machinery—lIll. to Minn., as- 
signed November 26, at Chicago, IIl., post- 
poned to a time and place to be fixed. 

Hearings in MC-105572, Sub. 17, St. Louis 
Freight Lines, St. Louis, Mich., contract car- 
rier application and MC-50069, Sub. 175, 
Refiners Transport & Terminal Corp., De- 
troit, Mich., common carrier application, as- 
signed November 26, at Sheraton-Cadillac 
Hotel, Detroit, Mich., transferred to No- 
vember 26, at Fed. Bldg., Detroit, Mich., be- 
fore Examiner Van Dyke. 


Hearing in MC-115567, Sub. 1, Maurice 
Paquette, Lac des Ecorces, Conte de Labelle, 
Province de Quebec, Canada, contract carrier 
application, assigned November 26, at Wash- 
ington County Ct. Hse., Montpelier, Vt., 
transferred to November 26, at U.S. Ct. Rms., 
Montpelier, Vt., before Jt. Bd. 188. 


Hearing in MC-110940, Sub. 12, Robins 
Transfer Co., Inc., Birmingham, Ala., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned November 
27, at US. Rms., Chattanooga, Tenn., 
transferred to November 27, at Fed. Blidg., 
Chattanooga, Tenn., before Examiner Hag- 
erty. 


Hearing in MC-107103, Sub. 3, Robinson 
Cartage Co., Grand Rapids, Mich., common 
carrier application, assigned November 27, at 
Sheraton-Cadillac Hotel, Detroit, Mich., 
transferred to November 27, at Fed. Blidg., 
Detroit. Mich., before Examiner Van Dyke. 

Hearing in MC-110191, Sub. 12, Turner's 
Express. Inc., Norfolk, Va., common carrier 
application, assigned November 26, at Nor- 
folk, Va., canceled and reassigned November 


Trans- 


Howard 


27, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Norfolk, Va., 
Examiner Lee. 

Hearing in MC-108075, Sub. 3, G & M Con- 
tract Carrier, Fargo, N.D., contract carrier 
application, assigned November 27, at Omaha, 
Neb., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-52709, Sub. 65, Ringsby 
Truck Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo., common 
carrier application, assigned November 28, at 
Denver, Colo., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-37599, Sub. 17, P. Van 
Haaren & Son Storage Co., Inc., Bay City, 
Mich., common carrier application, assigned 
November 28, at Sheraton-Cadillac Hotel, De- 
troit, Mich., transferred to November 28, at 
Fed. Bldg., Detroit, Mich., before Examiner 
Van Dyke. 

Hearings in MC-102376, Subs. 18 & 19, Ark 
Brockman, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common car- 
rier applications, assigned November 29, at 
Sheraton-Cadillac Hotel, Detroit, Mich., 
transferred to November 29, at Fed. Blidg., 
Detroit, Mich., before Examiner Van Dyke. 

Hearing in MC-115966, H. M. & G. Grain 
and Feed Co., Fowlerville, Mich., common 
carrier application, assigned December 3, at 
Sheraton-Cadillac Hotel. Detroit, Mich., 
transferred to December 3, at Fed. Blidg., 
Detroit, Mich., before Examiner Van Dyke. 

Hearings on petitions in I. & S. M-5238, 
Tobacco, N.C., Va., and Ky. to South; I. & S. 
M-5565, Mfgd. Tobaccos, N.C. to Eastern 
Points; and MC-C-1607, Tobacco & Cigarettes 
—South to East & South, assigned December 
5, at Washington, D.C., postponed to a time 
and place to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC-116062, Sub. 2, California 
Express, Inc., Fort Worth, Tex., common 
carrier application, assigned December 10, at 
Dallas, Tex., canceled. 

Hearings in I. & S. M-7954, Consolidation 
—Central Territory Points: I. & S. M-8286, 
Consolidation Charges—Tarbet Trucking, 
Inc.; I. & S. M-9032, Consolidation at Chi- 
cago—Tucker Freight Lines, Inc.; MC-C-1882, 
Consolidation—Hinchcliff Motor Service, 
Inc.: MC-C-2013, Consolidation—Takin Bros. 
Freight Lines, Inc., assigned November 29, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
December 11, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Dahan. 

Hearing in MC-96007, Sub. 11, Hudson Bus 
Lines, Medford, Mass., common carrier ap- 
plication, assigned November 15, at Boston, 
Mass., canceled and reassigned December 13, 
at New P.O. and Ct. Hse. Bldg., Boston, 
Mass., before Jt. Bd. 20. 

Hearing in MC-55848, Sub. 32, Huckabee 
Transport Co., Columbia, S.C., common car- 
rier application, assigned December 4, at 
Columbia, S.C., canceled and reassigned De- 
cember 14, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Columbia, S.C., 
before Jt. Bd. 289. 

Hearings in MC-52657, Subs. 485 and 490, 
Arco Auto Carriers, Inc., Chicago, Ill., com- 
mon carrier applications, assigned December 
3, at Chicago, Ill., canceled and reassigned 
December 17, at U.S. Custom Hse., Chicago, 
Ill., before Examiner Driscoll. 

Hearing in MC-116050, Rambach Distribut- 
ing, Pairlawn, N.J., contract carrier appli- 
cation, assigned November 15, at New York, 
N.Y., canceled and reassigned December 17, 
at 346 Broadway, New York, N.Y., before 
Examiner Freidson. 

Hearing in MC-88454, Sub. 1, Gerald G. 
Quist, Pipestone, Minn., common carrier 
application, assigned December 17, at Sioux 
Falls, S.D., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-28439, Sub. 66, Daily Motor 
Express, Inc., Carlisle, Pa., common carrier 
application, assigned December 4, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., canceled and reassigned Decem- 
ber 19, at Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Jackson. 

Hearing in MC-42329, Sub. 127, Hayes 
Freight Lines, Inc., Springfield, Ill., common 
carrier application, assigned December 7, at 
Columbus, Ohio, canceled and reassigned 
January 14, at New P.O. Blidg., Columbus, 
Ohio, before Jt. Bd. 117. 


before 


New Assignments 


November 26—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Lawton: 
MC-99506—Harold M. Sandhaus, 
City, Mo. 
December 3—Washington, D.C. — Examiner 
Williams: 
I. & S. M-9081—Iron and Steel—From and 
To New England. 
December 3—Washington. 
Card: 
MC-F-6277—Speedway Carriers, Inc.—Con- 
trol and Merger—New York and Penn- 
sylvania Motor Express, Inc. 
December 10—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. 
Bldg.—Examiner Luttrell: 
MC-C-2033—Middlewest Motor Freight Bu- 
reau v. Adams, Mike, et al. 
December 10—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Office 
Bldg.—Examiner Cantrell: 
MC-106379, Sub. 4—Gulf Southwestern 
Transportation Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


Kansas 


D.C.—Examiner 


TRAFFIC Wort 


December 11—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse, 


—Jt. Bd. 149: 

MC-37716, Sub. 15—The C & D Motor 
Delivery Co., Cincinnati, O., commog 
carrier ~~. 

MC-49387, Sub. 9—Orscheln Bros. Truc 
Lines, Inc., Moberly, Mo., common can 
rier application. 

MC-70451, Sub. 187—Watson Bros. 
portation Co., Inc., Omaha, Neb., com. 
mon carrier application. 

December 12—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hag, 
—Examiner Luttrell: 

I. & S. M-8860—Commodity 
and N.Y. to Chicago. 

I. & S. M-9090—Plastics, Machinery, Photg, 
Supplies—Md., N.J., Ill. & N.Y. 

MC-C-2017—Paints & Chemicals—Bet. N.Y 
N.J., and Ill. Points. : 

December 12—Dallas, 
Examiner Roberts: 

MC-10928, Sub. 30—Southern-Plaza Ee 
press, Inc., Dallas, Tex., common carrig? 
application. t 

December 12—Philadelphia, Pa.—Penn Shen 
wood Hotel—Examiner Naftalin: , 

MC-C-2042—Stiltz, Inc.—Investigation ang 
Revocation of Certificate. 

December 12—Portland, Ore.—538 Pittock 
Block—Examiner Borroughs: 

MC-113855, Sub. 12—International Trang 
port, Inc., Fargo, N.D., common carrie 
application. 

December 12—Washington, D.C.—Examing 
Fuller: 

I. & S. M-9057—Petroleum Products—Ig 
and Neb. 

December 13—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway 
—Examiner Naftalin: 
MC-27970, Sub. 25—Chicago Express, Ing, 
— York, N.Y., common carrier applica 
on. 
December 13—WasShington, D.C.—Oral Argu 
ment before the Commission: 

MC-C-1849—United States of America ¥, 
Davidson Transfer & Storage Co., et al 

MC-C-1827—Toledo Steel Tube Co. v. Gate- 
way Transportation Co., et al. 

MC-C-1827, Sub. 1—Same v. Merchants 
Motor Freight, Inc. 

MC-C-1832—Minneapolis Honeywell Regu 
lator Co. v. Akron-Chicago Transporta 
tion Co., Inc., et al. 

MC-C-1908—Same v. Transport Motor Ex 
press, Inc. 

December 17—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Customs Hs¢ 
—Examiner Hanson: 
I. & S. M-9066—Iron and Steel—Chicago 


Rates—Nn J, 


Tex.—Baker Hotele 


Ia. 
December 17—New York, N.Y.—45 Broadway 
—Examiner Naftalin: 

I. & S. M-8818—Class & Commodity Rate 
—Spooner Trucking Corp. 

I. & S. M-8897—Class Rates—Towers Trans- 
portation, Inc. 

December 18—Columbus, O.—New P.O. Bidg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 

MC-217. Sub. 1—Point Transfer, Inc., Can- 
ton, O., common carrier application 
December 18—Minneapolis, Minn.—Fed. Ct 

Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 282: 

MC-112223, Sub. 32—Quickie Transport Co, 
Minneapolis, Minn., common carrier ap 
plication. 

December 18—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotéd 
—Jt. Bd. 164: 

MC-2130, Sub. 49—Couch Motor Lines, Inc, 

Shreveport, La., common carrier applir 


cation. 
18—Sioux Falls, S.D.—U.S. Ct 


December 
Rms.—Examiner Gaffney: 

MC-116170, Sub. 1—Sioux Freightways, Inc, 
Sioux Falls, S.D., common carrier ap 
plication. 

December 18—Washington, D.C.—Examine 
Stillwell: 

MC-52458, Sub. 139 & 140—T. I. McCor- 
mack Trucking Co., Inc., Woodbridge, 
N.J., common carrier applications. 

December 19—Madison, Wis.—State Comm— 
Jt. Bd. 141: 

MC-116267—Carl’s Cities Service, White- 

water, Wis., common carrier application. 
December 19—Washington, D.C.—Examine 
Jackson: 

MC-111320, Sub. 26—Curtis Keal 
port Co., Inc., Cleveland, O., 
carrier application. 


December 20—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel— 
Examiner Cantrell: 
I. & S. M-8615, Ist Sup.—Rubber—South- 
west to Ind., Mich., O. 
December 21—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel— 
Examiner Cantrell: 
I. & S. M-9053—Carbon Blacks—South- 
west to Eastern and Central Points. 


January 3—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Seventh 
Bldg.—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-107515, Sub. 239—Refrigerated Tran#& 
port Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common caf+ 
rier application. 

January 3—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse— 
Jt. Bd. 111: 

MC-69224, Sub. 24—H & W Motor Expre 
—_ Dubuque, Ia. common carrier appli 
cation. 


Trans- 
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January 3—Columbus, O0.—New P.O. Blidg.— 
Jt. Bd. 60: 

MC-112266, Sub. 2—Craycraft Trucking, 
Inc., Columbus, O., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 3—Denver, Colo.—New Customs Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 50: 

MC-97264, Sub. 15—M and M Oil Trans- 
portation, Inc., Casper, Wyo., common 
carrier application. 

January 3—Phoenix, Ariz.—State Comm.— 
Jt. Bd. 127: 

MC-8948, Sub. 36—Western Truck Lines, 
Ltd., Los Angeles, Calif.. common carrier 
application. 

January 3—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Fulton Bldg.— 
Examiner Myers: 

MC-66562, Sub. 1311—Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., New York, N.Y., common 
carrier application. 

January 3—Seattle, Wash.—U.S. Ct. Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 169: . 

MC-42487, Sub. 320—Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc., Portland, Ore., common car- 
rier application. 

January 3 — Washington, D.C. — Examiner 


Boss: 

MC-104347, Sub. 119—Leaman Transporta- 
tion Corp., Downingtown, Pa., common 
carrier application. 

January 3 — Washington, D.C. — Examiner 
Hanback: 

MC-113756, Sub. 1—Joseph W. Gehr, Big 

Spring, Md., contract carrier application. 
January Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Seventh 
Bldg.—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-111545, Sub. 21—Home Transportation 

Co., Inc., Marietta, Ga., common carrier 


application. 
MC-115999, Sub. 1—Davis Bros. Motor 
Transport, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common 


carrier application. 
January 4—Denver, 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC-105265, Sub. 33—Denver-Amarillo Ex- 
press, Amarillo, Tex., common carrier 
application. 
January 4—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel—2Jt. 


Bd. 76: 

MC-67818, Sub. 60—Michigan Express, Inc., 
Grand Rapids, Mich., common Carrier 
application. 

January 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Fulton Bldg.— 
Examiner Myers: 

MC-116195—Nalon Co., Jeanette, Pa., con- 
tract carrier application. 

January 4—Seattle, Wash—U.S. Ct. Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 45: 

MC-719, Sub. 5—Columbia Transport, Inc., 

Portland, Ore., common carrier applica- 


tion. 
January 4—Washington, 
Hanback: 

MC-62537, Sub. 57—Great Lakes Forward- 
ing Corp., Buffalo, N.Y., common car- 
rier application. 

January 4—Washington, 
Boss: 

MC-94265, Sub. 58—Bonney Motor Express, 
Inc., Norfolk, Va., common carrier ap- 
Plication. 

January 7—Boston, Mass.—New P.O. & Ct. 
Hse. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 231: 

MC-97776, Sub. 4—Rogers Freight & Truck- 
ing Service, Oak Bluffs, Mass., common 
carrier application. 

January 7—Columbus, 0.—New P.O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Myers: 

MC-87379, Sub. 2—C. H. 
Co., Uhrichsville, O., 
application. 

MC-101093, Sub. 8—Harold Baker, Stone 
Creek, O., contract carrier application. 

MC-110478, Sub. 5—Watkins Trucking, Inc., 
a O., contract carrier applica- 

on. 
January 7—Denver, Colo.—New Customs Hse. 
—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-6992, Sub. 1—American Red Ball Tran- 
sit Co., Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., common 
carrier application. 

January 7—Detroit, Mich.—Sheraton-Cadillac 
Hotel—Examiner Kilroy: 
MC-113434, Sub. 2—Gra-Bell Truck Line, 


Colo.—New Customs 


D.C.—Examiner 


D.C.—Examiner 


Hooker Trucking 
common carrier 


Inc., Holland, Mich., common carrier 
application. 

January 7— Washington, D.C.— Examiner 
Hanback: 


MC-111382, Sub. 2—W. A. Henderson and 
Sons, Jeannette, Pa., common carrier 
application. 


January 7— Washington, D.C,— Examiner 
Boss: 


MC-116142 and Subs. 1, 2, 3, 4,5 & 6— 
Beverage Transportation Inc., Trenton, 
N.J., common carrier applications. 

January 8—Boston, Mass.—New P.O. & Ct. 
Hse. Bldg—Jt. Bd. 18: 

MC-37830, Sub. 6—Cohenno, Inc., Stough- 

ton, Mass., common carrier application. 


January 8—Detroit, Mich.—Sheraton-Cadillac 
Hotel—Examiner Kilroy: 

MC-113533, Sub. 8—Gardella’s Refrigerated 
Express, Detroit, Mich., common carrier 
application. 

January 8—Helena, Mont.—U.S. Ct. Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 82: 

MC-42487, Sub. 322—Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc., Portland, Ore., common Car- 
rier application. 

January 8—Knoxville, Tenn.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-116175—City Feed and Produce Co., 
Kingsport, Tenn., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 8—Newark, N.J.—State Off. Bldg.— 
—Jt. Bd. 119: 

MC-109802, Sub. 8—Lakeland Bus Lines, 
Inc., Dover, N.J., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 8—Portland, Ore.—538 Pittock Block 


—Jt. Bd. 45: 

MC-115963, Sub. 1—Burton W. Dumford, 
Yakima, Wash., contract carrier appli- 
cation. 

January 8—San Francisco, Calif—Old Mint 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 78: 

MC-43269, Sub. 39—Wells Cargo Inc., Reno, 

Nev., common carrier application. 
January 8—Springfield, Ill.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
& Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 

MC-104654, Sub. 106—Commercial Trans- 
port, Inc., Belleville, Ill., common car- 
rier application. 

January 8— Washington, D.C. — Examiner 
Hanback: 


MC-108428, Sub. 4—Dino D’Agata, Phila- 


delphia, Pa., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

January 9—Baton Rouge, La.—State Comm. 
—Jt. Bd. 32: 


MC-116121—John L. Corley Trucking Con- 
tractor, Winnfield, La., contract carrier 
application. 

January 9—Columbus, O.—New P.O. Bidg.— 
Examiner Myers: 

MC-89706, Sub. 24—Motorway Corp., Col- 

umbus, O., contract carrier application. 


January 9—Detroit, Mich.—Sheraton-Cadillac 
Hotel—Examiner Kilroy: 
MC-116269—Friend’s Trailer & Mobile Home 
Transport, Detroit, Mich., common car- 
rier application. 


January 9—Louisville, Ky.—Kentucky Hotel 
—Jt. Bd. 208: 

MC-109637, Sub. 35—Gasoline Transport 
Co., Louisville, Ky., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 9—Nashville, Tenn.—Dinkler-And- 
rew Jackson Hotel—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-113861, Sub. 11—W. H. Wooten Trans- 
ports, Memphis, Tenn., common carrier 
application. 


January 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Old Mint 
Bidg.—Jt. Bd. 151: 

MC-107028, Sub. 27—Acme Transportation, 
Inc., San Pablo, Calif., common carrier 
application. 

January 9—Springfield, 111.—U.S. Ct. Rms. & 
Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 21: 

MC-104654, Sub. 105—Commercial Trans- 
port, Inc., Belleville, Ill., common car- 
rier application. 

January 10—Baton Rouge, La.—State Comm. 
Jt. Bd. 164: 

MC-531, Sub. 72—Younger Brothers, Inc., 
Houston, Tex., common carrier applica- 
tion. 


January 10—Columbus, O.—New P.O. Bldg. 
—Examiner Myers: 

MC-45813, Sub. 3—The Dumford Trucking 
Co., Middletown, O., contract carrier 
application. 

MC-96568, Sub. 10—Muskin Trucking Co., 
East Palestine, O., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 10—Denver, Colo.—New Customs 
Hse.—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-9895, Subs. 88 & 89—R. B. “Dick’’ Wil- 
son, Inc., Denver, Colo., common carrier 
applications. 


January 10—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Kilroy: 
MC-48479, Sub. 8—Frigidways, Inc., Mem- 
phis, Tenn., common carrier application. 
January 10—Nashville, Tenn.—Dinkler-And- 
rew Jackson Hotel—Examiner Tyers: 


MC-111968, Sub. 2—McCord Transfer, 
Nashville, Tenn., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 10—Raleigh, N.C.—State Library 


Bldg.—Examiner Brooks: 


MC-114106, Sub. 8—Maybelle Transport 
Co., Lexington, Ky., common carrier 
application. 


MC-115056, Sub. 3—Bundy Truck Line, 
—e N.C., common carrier appli- 
cation. 


January 10—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
OSs: 

MC-111326, Sub. 3—Warren Transport, Inc., 
Waterloo, Ia., contract carrier applica- 
tion. 






TRAFFIC Wort 


January 10—Washington, D.c.— 
Hanback: ¥ iam. 
MC-116211—Lenhart Trailer Service, Alex. 
andria, Va., common carrier application 
January 11—Columbus, O.—New P.O. Bldg. 
—Examiner Myers: 4 
MC-106608, Sub. 1—L. C. Reynolds, Massil. 
lon. O., contract carrier application. 
MC-113440, Sub. 2—Barco Transportation 
Co., Perry, O., common carrier applica. 


1i—Washington, D.C.—Ex 
Hanback: = 

MC-114045, Sub. 34—Trans-Cold 
Dallas, Tex., 
tion. 

January 14—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse 
—Examiner Kilroy: r 

MC-52657, Sub. 489—Arco Auto Carriers 
Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier ap.- 
plication. 

January 14—Cincinnati, O.—Fed. Bldg.—kry. 
aminer Myers: 

MC-101126, Sub. 54—Stillpass Transit Co. 
Inc., Cincinnati, O., contract carrier ap. 
plication. 

January 14—Denver, Colo.—New Customs 
Hse.—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-116216—Denver Motor Freight, Denver 

Colo., common carrier application. . 
January 14—Nashville, Tenn.—Dinkler-And.- 
rew Jackson Hotel—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-111968, Sub. 3—McCord Transfer, Nash. 
ville, Tenn., common carrier application, 

January 14— Washington, D.C. — Examiner 


Boss: 
MC-111940, Sub. 12—Smith’s Truck Lines, 
Muncy, Pa., common carrier application. 
January 14—Washington, D.C.—Jt. Bd. 120: 
MC-114340, Sub. 9—Suburban Transit Co, 
Silver Spring, Md., common carrier ap.- 
plication. 
January 15—Asheville, Park 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 103: 
MC-98404, Sub. 2—Cope Trucking Co.., Bry- 
son City, N.C., common carrier applica- 


Express, 
common carrier applica. 


N.C.—Battery 


tion. 

January 15—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse, 
—Examiner Kilroy: 

MC-65525, Sub. 9—White Brothers Truck- 
ing Co., Wasco, Ill., common carrier 
application. 

MC-69116, Sub. 26—Spector Freight System, 
Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 15—Cincinnati, O0.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Myers: 

MC-106095, Sub. 3—Dan’s Motor Lines, Inc, 
oe N.Y., contract carrier applica- 

on. 

MC-114019, Sub. 6—The Emery Transporta- 
tion Co., Chicago, Ill., common carrier 
application. 

January 15— Washington, D.C. — Examiner 
Boss: 

MC-110150, Sub. 39—Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc, 
York, Pa., common carrier application 

January 16—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse 
—Examiner Kilroy: 

MC-25798, Sub. 15—Clay Hyder Trucking 
Lines, Inc., Hendersonville, N.C., com- 
mon carrier application. 

January 16—Cleveland, 0.—Old P.O. Bldg— 
Examiner Myers: 

MC-77424, Sub. 7—Wenham  Transporta- 
tion, Inc., Cleveland, O., common carrier 
application. 

MC-115499, Sub. 1—Lake County Excava- 
tors, Inc., Painesville, O., contract car- 
rier application. 

January 16—Denver, Colo.—New Customs 
Hse.—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-116105—Sid’s Service. Sidney, Neb, 
common carrier application. 

January 16—Memphis, Tenn.—U.S. District 
Ct. Rms.—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-111159, Sub. 31—Miller Petroleum 
Transporters, Ltd., Jackson, Miss., com- 
mon carrier application. 

MC-114890, Sub. 3—C. E. Reynolds, Joplin, 
Mo., common carrier application. 

January 16—Nashville, Tenn.—Dinkler-Anéd- 
rew Jackson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 25: 

MC-116204—Van E. Hamlett, Nashville, 
Tenn., contract carrier application. 

January 16—Raleigh, N.C.—State Comm — 
Jt. Bd. 103: 

MC-2202, Sub. 151—Roadway Express, Inc, 
Akron, O., common carrier application. 

January 16— Washington, D.C. — Examine! 


Boss: 

MC-110190, Sub. 40—Penn-Dixie Lines, Inc. 

York, Pa., common carrier application. 
January 17—Cleveland, 0.—Old P.O. Bldg— 
Examiner Myers: 

MC-108446, Sub. 15—Fischback Trucking 
ee Akron, O., contract carrier applica- 

on. 

MC-110525, Sub. 315—Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc., Downingtown, Pa., common carrier 
application. 

January 17—Columbus, 0.—New P.O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 

MC-68909, Sub. 49—Decatur Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill., common carrier applica- 
tion. 
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November 17, 1956 


ALL-CARGO FLIGHTS 
TO EUROPE 
EVERY WORKING DAY 


Ask about Pan Am’s reduced rates— 
savings up to 53% 


Only the World's Most Experienced Airline offers all these: 


1. Six all-cargo flights, plus 49 cargo- 
passenger flights, weekly to and from 
major cities in Europe—the greatest 
air cargo lift offered by any trans- 
atlantic airline. 


2. All-cargo departures to Europe 
serve Shannon, London, Keflavik, 
Glasgow, Amsterdam, Brussels, Frank- 
furt, Nuremberg, Dusseldorf and 
Munich . . . scheduled flights. 


3. Simpler cargo tariffs. Less red tape 
to worry about. One air waybill for 
your shipment from origin to any over- 
seas destination. 


4. Broader commodity descriptions. 


5. You can reserve space in advance 
for your shipments. 


6. More cargo space than any other 
transatlantic airline. 


7. You can insure your shipment up 
to any amount you want. And insur- 
ance costs are lower. 


8. Pressurized DC-6As get goods to 
market when needed. 


9. For a free Cost Analysis of your 
shipping needs, call your shipping 
agent, forwarder or Pan American rep- 
resentative today. In New York, STill- 
well 6-7341, 80 East 42nd St. 


10. For Pan Am’s free new book, 
“‘There’s Profit in the Air with Clipper* 
Cargo,’ write P. O. Box 1790, New 
York RM, N. Y. *Trade-Mark, Reg. U.S. Pat. Off. 


Leader in Overseas Air Cargo— 


PAN 


AMERICAN 


WORLD’S MOST EXPERIENCED AIRLINE 
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January 17—Denver, Colo.—New Customs 
Hse.—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-107839, Sub. 21—Denver-Albuquerque 
Motor Transport, Inc., Denver, Colo., 
common carrier application. 

January 17—Memphis, Tenn.—vU.S. District 
Ct. Rms.—Examiner Tyers: 


MC-92983, Sub. 177—Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, Ia., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

MC-107002, Sub. 104—W. M. Chambers 


Truck Line, New Orleans, La., common 
carrier application. 

MC-111159, Sub. 30—Miller Petroleum 
Transporters, Ltd., Jackson, Miss., com- 
mon carrier application. 

MC-113861, Sub. 12—W. H. Wooten Trans- 
ports, Memphis, Tenn., common carrier 
application. 

January 17—Raleigh, N.C.—State Library 
Bidg.—Jt. Bd. 103: 

MC-64994. Sub. 21—Hennis Freight Lines, 
Inc., Winston-Salem, N.C., common car- 
rier application. 

January 17— Washington, D.C.— Examiner 


Boss: 

MC-111320, Subs. 27 & 28—Curtis Keal 
Transport Co., Inc., Cleveland, O., com- 
mon carrier applications. 

January 18—Brmingham, Ala. — Hotel 
Thomas Jefferson—Examiner Brooks: 

MC-93890, Sub. 12—McDowall Transport, 
Inc., Orlando, Fla., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 21—Birmingham, Ala. — Hotel 
Thomas Jefferson—Jt. Bd. 100: 

MC-55828, Sub. 22—Wehby System-Mohawk 
Motor Lines, Nashville, Tenn., com- 
mon carrier application. 

January 21—Memphis, Tenn.—U.S. District 
Ct. Rms.—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-92983, Sub. 174—Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, Ia., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

January 21—Salt Lake City, 
Comm .—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-115239, Sub. 2—A & R Transportation 
Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, common car- 
rier application. 

January 22—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Kilroy: 

MC-64932, Sub. 218—Rogers Cartage Co., 

Chicago, Ill., common carrier applica- 


Utah—State 


tion. 
January 22—Memphis, Tenn.—U.S. District 
Ct. Rms.—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-115841, Sub. 9—Colonial Refrigerated 
Transportation, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., 
common carrier application. 

January 22—Salt Lake City, 
Comm .—Examiner Saltzman: 


Utah—State 


MC-109689, Sub. 41—W. S. Hatch Co., 
Woods Cross, Utah, common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 23—Columbus, O.—New P.O. Bidg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 

MC-29988, Sub. 62—Denver-Chicago Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., Denver, Colo., common 
carrier application. 

MC-35334, Sub. 38—Cooper-Jarrett, Inc., 


Chicago, Ill., common carrier application. 

MC-42329, Sub. 129—Hayes Freight Lines, 
Inc., Springfield, Ill., common carrier 
application. 

MC-76266, Sub. 95—Merchants Motor 
Freight, Inc., St. Paul, Minn., common 
carrier application. 

January 23—Chicago, I1l—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Kilroy: 

MC-94265, Sub. 57—Bonney Motor Express, 
Inc., Norfolk, Va., common carrier ap- 
plication. , 

January 23—Memphis, Tenn.—U.S. District 
Ct. Rms.—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-113861, Sub. 10—W. H. Wooten Trans- 
porters, Memphis, Tenn., common carrier 
application. 

January 24—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Seventh 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 101: 

MC-115964, Sub. 1—Bryan Transfer & 
Storage Co., Macon, Ga., common carrier 
application. 

January 24—Little Rock, Ark.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-116060—D. L. Stipe, New Little Rock, 

Ark., contract carrier application. 
January 24—Spokane, Wash .— Davenport 
Hotel—Exeminer Saltzman: 

MC-116226—Trailer Transport, Coeur d’ 

Alene, Ida., common carrier application. 
January 25—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Seventh 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 99: 

MC-110698, Sub. 80—Miller Motor Line of 
North Carolina, Inc., Greensboro, N.C.., 

MC-106398, Sub. 69—National Trailer Con- 
common carrier application. 

January 25—Little Rock, Ark.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Examiner Tyers: 
voy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., common carrier 
application. 

January 25—Seattle, Wash.—U.S. Ct. Hse.— 
Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-111812, Sub. 31—Midwest Coast Trans- 
port, Inc., Sioux Falls, §.D., common car- 
rier application. 

January 28—Montgomery, Ala.—US. Ct. 
Rms.—Examiner Brooks: 


MC-115841, Sub. 11—Colonial Refrigeration 
Transportation, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., 
common carrier application. 

January 28—Paducah, Ky.—U.S. Ct. Rms.— 
Examiner Tyers: 

MC-116120—Draffen Truck Lines, Calvert 
City, Ky., contract carrier application. 
January 28—Seattle, Wash.—U.S. Ct. Hse.— 

Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-108121, Sub. 2—Transport Storage & 
Distributing Co., Seattle, Wash., common 
carrier application. 

January 28—Washington, D.C.—Jt. Bd. 68: 

MC-102299, Sub. 6—The Baltimore and 
Annapolis R.R. Co., Baltimore, Md.. 
common carrier application. 

January 29—Louisville, Ky.—Kentucky Hotel 
—Examiner Tyers: 

MC-114091, Sub. 13—Direct Transport Co. 
of Kentucky, Inc., Louisville, Ky., com- 
mon carrier application. 

January 30—Columbus, O.—New P.O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 

MC-217, Sub. 2—Point Transfer, Inc.. Can- 
ton, O., common carrier application. 

MC-114360, Sub. 2—Southern Express Co., 
Cicero, Ill., common carrier application. 


STATE 
COMMISSION NEWS 





Florida Commission Grants 
Railroad Fare Increases 


The Florida Railroad and Public Util- 
ities Commission has granted a petition 
of nine railroads operating in Florida 
for increases in intrastate passenger fares 
and charges described as corresponding 
to increases in interstate passenger fares 
and charges authorized by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and made effec- 
tive May 15. 

By its order No. 2410 in its docket No. 
4790-RR, the Florida commission made 
the increases effective on and after 15 
days from November 7. 

The state commission said it was es- 
timated that the higher fares and charges 
would increase system-wide revenues of 
the petitioning railroads by approxi- 
mately $70,000 a year. 

Intrastate basic one-way and round 
trip passenger fares and charges were 
to be increased by 5 per cent, with min- 
imum round trip coach and first class 
fares to be 50 cents, and with no change 
to be made in the present minimum 
one-way coach and first-class fares of 
25 cents, the state commission said. 

The resulting increase in systemwide 
revenues, it said, “would only offset some 
of the increases in operating costs and 
in small part reduce the huge passenger 
deficits of the railroads, thus removing 
some of the burden of their passenger 
operations from freight operations.” 

The state commission said it had 
“consistently and uniformly over the 
years” done everything within its power 
consistent with the public interest and 
welfare to help the railroads reduce or 
eliminate the “enormous passenger deficit 
that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion has insisted be passed on to and laid 
as a burden on the shippers of freight.” 

Petitioners were the Atlanta & St. 
Andrews Bay Railway Co., the Atlantic 
Coast Line, the Florida East Coast, the 
Fort Myers Southern, the Georgia South- 
ern & Florida, the Louisville & Nashville, 
the Seaboard, the Frisco, and the Tampa 
Southern. 





Washington Motor Proposals 


The Washington Public Service Com- 
mission has announced that it will hold 


. Freight Forwarders Association. 





a hearing November 26 in Seattle on ap- 
plications for four changes in rates, rules 
and classifications presented by local 
cartage companies and on numeroys 
changes proposed by other motor Carriers, 
Hearings will be held in Room 104, Pier 
52, Ferry Terminal, in Seattle. 





Express Increase in Wyoming 


The Railway Express Agency has been 
granted authority by the Public Service 
Commission of Wyoming to increase ex. 
press charges on certain commodities 
moving in intrastate commerce in Wyo- 
ming by 7 per cent. 

“It was shown that a total of 2,499 
intrastate commodity-rated shipments 
were handled on which the revenue un- 
der the present rate was $5,991.69,” the 
state commission said. “If these were 
handled under the proposed rates, the 
revenue would have been $6,422.43, or an 
increase of $430.74. The additional rey- 
enue yield of all intrastate traffic under 
the proposed rates, including both com- 
modity and class-rated traffic, would be 
$1,956.52. This is $46.72 less than the 
increased cost of $2,003.24.” 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD NEWS 


Two Briefs for, One Against 
Minimum Rate Order for Air 
Freight Forwarders Filed 


United Parcel Service-Air, Inc, 
and American Shippers, Inc., have 
added their opposition to that of 
others objecting to a proposed gen- 
eral minimum rate order covering 
air freight forwarders, while Ameri- 
can Airlines, Inc., has supported the 
proposal. 


These positions were made known in 
briefs filed with the Civil Aeronautic 
Board in No. 1705-6, Air Freight Rate 
Case—Minimum Rates For Air Freight 
Forwarders. That proceeding had re 
sulted from a petition filed with the 
C.A.B. by Slick Airways, Inc. It requested 
that air freight forwarders be included 
in a general minimum-rate order identi- 
cal in form and content with the board’s 
order No. E-1639, as amended, now ap- 
plicable to all direct carriers of ai 
freight (T.W., Nov. 10, p. 65). 

Briefs and a statement opposing the 
petition have already been filed by the 
Western Transportation Co., Inc., doing 
business as W.T.C. Air Freight, Emery 
Air Freight Corporation and the Ai! 






Central Issue Stated 


United Parcel Service, in its brief, 
said that for it, the central issue of this 
case was whether it was to be permitted 
to develop “a vast new air transporta- 
tion market by diverting small pack- 
ages from surface parcel post.” 

“This is a market worth developing,” 
it continued. “Indeed, it has a potential 
of a quarter of a billion packages @ 
year.” 

It stated that the only small pack- 
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for finest service, lower rates—to the 48 States! 


NATIONAL VAN LINES will make your move “wherever 
: you say in the U.S.A” Whether entrusted with the household 


a 
—— 


li 





— goods of transferred personnel, or with your valuable exhibition 

yr Ait Ow displays or office equipment, National custom-plans the move 
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age business available to air transporta- 
tion at the present minimum rate levels 
was the relatively small volume of pack- 
ages requiring expedited service. The 
vast surface parcel post market could 
be attracted only by air rates below 
present minimums and competitive with 
surface rates, it added. 


United Parcel Service asserted that di- 
rect carriers would not benefit from an 
imposition of minimum rates on small 
package forwarding, as they were not in 
this business. Only 3.2 per cent of the 
dollar freight revenue of the direct air 
carriers was derived from packages under 
25 pounds, it said. Even Slick’s new in- 
terest in small shipments did not ex- 
tend to this weight, it said. Only 2.2 
per cent of its revenue was derived from 
shipments below 25 pounds, United Par- 
cel Service said. In fact, it continued, 
Slick conceded that “the effect would 
not be very great if minimum rates were 
not imposed on packages below 25 
pounds.” 


Sees No Need for Regulation 


United Parcel said it was questionable 
whether any minimum rate action was 
justified on the record in this case, but 
that certainly, there was no clear need 
for regulation in the small package 
field. If rates were imposed, it said, it 
should only be on a selective basis in 
those areas where a “clear need for 
drastic action” was established. 


“The essential issue in this case,” 
United Parcel asserted “is whether the 
board will permit United Parcel to use 
its vast experience in the handling of a 
large volume of small packages at low 
cost to get this business off the ground. 
All that United Parcel asks is to be per- 
mitted to provide a better service which 
American business needs and wants, but 
cannot get today. 


“United Parcel is not only the best 
but the only carrier that can do this 
job. It handles small packages exclu- 
sively. It is the undisputed leader in this 
field. It has developed a huge volume of 
small package business—far in excess 
of anyone else.” 

That company further asserted that 
the promotional objectives of the civil 
aeronautics act required that United 
Parcel be given the utmost freedom to 
exploit the potential inherent in surface 
parcel post shipments. Imposition of 
minimum rates on small packages would 
stifle the development of a small pack- 
age market for air transportation, it 
said. 

The board’s policies should encourage 
it to efforts to attract this market, it 
said, and added that only in this way 
could the promotional objectives of the 
civil aeronautics act be realized. 

In its brief, American Shippers, Inc., 
said that if the present minimum rate 
order, as amended, was based on any- 
thing, it was based on the costs and rev- 
enues of two direct air carriers, Slick 
and The Flying Tiger Line. The cost 
and perhaps revenue considerations 
which were the apparent basis of the 
minimum rate order had no application 
to the costs or revenues of air freight 
forwarders, it said. 

American shippers conceded, it said, 
that the forwarder had many cost ele- 
ments in common with the direct air 


carrier. However, it said, the “impor- 
tant” distinguishing point was that the 
basic forwarder cost elements were not 
the major or principal cost elements 
of the direct air carriers. Accordingly, 
it said, the imposition of direct air car- 
rier minimum rates on air freight for- 
warders must be based on factors other 
than cost, unless, by the merest coinci- 
dence, they should be the same. 
American shippers alleged that Slick 
attempted to cause the board to impose 
a system of minimum rate regulation 
on forwarders, based solely on competi- 
tive, rather than cost, considerations. 


Air Forwarders’ Competitors 


It is stated that the principal com- 
petitors of the air freight forwarder 
were the various types of surface trans- 
portation. Such a forwarder was con- 
stantly seeking to divert freight from 
surface transportation and the rates of- 
fered to the shipping public by the air 
freight forwarders were affected, inso- 
far as competitive considerations were 
concerned, by their relationship to the 
rates charged by competing surface 
transportation, American Shippers said. 

“The record shows that there is suf- 
ficient potential business to be diverted 
into air transportation from surface car- 
riers to obviate the necessity for for- 
warders to direct their solicitation ef- 
forts toward shippers using direct air 
carrier services,” it said. 

American Shippers further stated that 
it was clear that the economic position of 
that company was tied to less than 100- 
pound shipments; while Slick, even 
though it had a substantially higher 
preponderance of small shipments than 
any other direct carrier, was in no such 
position. 

It said Slick, as the proponent of min- 
imum rate regulation for air freight 
forwarders, had failed to meet the bur- 
den of proving such regulation of air 
freight forwarders was required in the 
public interest. 


American Shippers said the forwarder 
industry was composed of small business 
units that had neither the personne} nor 
the financial resources to devote to such 
activities; that they would lose the vital 
element of flexibility in service and rates, 
which they presently enjoyed, if such 
procedures were adopted; that they were 
not subject to and did not use the 
board’s uniform system of accounts; that 
lengthy and time-consuming disputes 
and proceedings before the board would 
necessarily flow from a separate mini- 
mum rate order applicable to forwarders, 
and that the forwarder would no longer 
be free to devote his energies and at- 
tentions to serving the shipping public, 





American Airlines, United Parcel Assail 
Proposal to Increase Air Freight Rates 


Flying Tiger Line’s Petition Requesting Increase of 3 Per Cent 
in Minimum Rate Charge to Begin November 15 Labeled ‘Apparent 
Schizophrenia’ by American. F.T.L. Says American Blocks Way. 


American Airlines, Inc., and United 
Parcel Service-Air, Inc., have filed 
simultaneous answers to a petition 
of the Flying Tiger Line, Inc., in 
which they ask the Civil Aeronau- 
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but would instead be committed to agg ™™ 
ministrative proceedings. 

In supporting Slick’s petition, Amer 
can Airlines said there were two issue 
in this case: First, should the board pre 
scribe minimum airport-to-airport rate 
for air freight forwarders; second, if th 
answer to the first was affirmative 
should the board prescribe the sam 
airport-to-airport minimum rates fp 
forwarders and airlines. 

American Airlines said it was its posi 
tion, from the standpoint of the sound 
development of the air-freight industr 
and from the legal standpoint of a car 
rier’s right to compete, that (1) for 
warders should be subject to minimum 
rate regulation as long as airlines ard 
subject thereto, and (2) that the same 
airport-to-airport minimum rates should 
be applicable to both forwarders and air 
lines. 

Failure to place forwarders under the 
same minimum rates regulation as air 
lines would cause serious injury to the 
shipping public and to airlines by im 
pairing the sound development of the ¢ 
freight industry, American said. It we 
both practical and desirable, as well g 
legally compelling, for the board to place 
forwarders under the same minimum 
rate order that applied to airlines, it 
added. 


It further said that the minimum rate 
order had been modified from time to 
time as needed and as provided for 
in the original order, on petition of any 
interested part or on the board’s motion. 

Other arguments advanced by Ameri- 
can Airlines in support of Slicks’ pr- 
posal were: That through cut-rate prae- 
tices, many forwarders had succeeded in 
diverting existing air freight from air- 
lines; that forwarders should be subject 
to regulation as they were in direct com- 
petition with airlines; that minimum 
rate regulation would not treat for- 
warders unfairly and would not destroy 
them; that W.T.C. and American 
Shippers admitted that forwarders did 
not need a rate advantage over airlines 
to get a fair share of the business; that 
Emery urged that all forwarders be 
placed under minimum rates as long as 
airlines were subject to them; that the 
rationale of the minimum rate order did 
clearly include forwarders, as the order 
was intended to establish a floor for 
rates applicable to the transportation of 
all freight by air throughout the United 
States, and that equal rates for competi- 
tors had been ordered by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for surface cat- 
riers and that the I.C.C. had held that 
a carrier might not reduce his rates 
below the minimum established for his 
competitors. 








































tics Board to dismiss Flying Tiger’ 
request for an increase in the mini- 
mum rate charge on air freight. 


The petition had specifically askel 
the C.A.B. for a modification of i® 
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minimum rate order for air freight 
(Order Serial No. E-1639, as amended 
by inter alia, Order Serial No. E-7837), 
to provide for an increase of 3 per cent 
in the minimum rate charge to cover 
increases in air freight costs incurred by 
the industry since October 21, 1953, the 
date the board issued Order E-7837. It 
further asked that the increase be made 
effective November 15. 

The proceeding is identified as Docket 
No. 1705-8, Petition of the Flying Tiger 
Line, Inc., for Amendment and Modifi- 
cation of the Minimum Rate Order. 


In reviewing the background in sup- 
port of its petition, Flying Tiger said 
the board issued the minimum rate or- 
der (E-1639) on July 1, 1948, which 
established a floor minimum of 16 cents 
per ton-mile for the first 1,000 ton-miles 
of any one shipment, and 13 cents a ton- 
mile for all additional ton-miles of any 
one shipment. The airline said that in 
an opinion accompanying the order it 
was indicated that the rate level was 
based on cost of carrying air freight un- 
der conditions prevailing in 1947 and 
early 1948. 


Increases in Costs 


On October 21, 1953, Flying Tiger said, 
the board, because of rising costs since 
the original order, issued its tenth sup- 
plemental order modifying prescribed 
minimum rates (Order E-7837), in which 
it authorized a new level of minimum 
rates for air freight at 20 cents per ton- 
mile for the first 1,000 ton-miles, and 
16% cents for each aditional ton-mile of 
any one shipment. 

“Since this enactment of the last mini- 
mum rate order amendment and modifi- 
cation, sharp increases in the costs of 
rendering air freight service have oc- 
curred which have nullified its effec- 
tiveness,” said the airline. “In the event 
an air carrier dependent on the air 
freight revenue was to charge rates at 
the levels published by the board in the 
tenth supplemental order under today’s 
conditions, such a carrier, and all others 
similarly situated, would soon be in a 
dangerous financial situation.” 

Since 1953, said the F.T.L., wages paid 
in the air freight industry had increased 
by 14.66 per cent and prices paid for 
materials and outside services had in- 
creased by 2.04 per cent. The average in- 
crease, weighted on the basis of the 
importance of these items in air freight 
costs, was 8.04 per cent, Flying Tiger said. 
However, since October, 1953, air freight 
rates had remained the same, it added. 


American Airlines Balks 


Flying Tiger stated that on August 
30, 1956, when it had become apparent 
to all that another rate increase was 
essential if substantial air freight losses 
were to be averted, it filed instructions 
with Air Cargo, Inc., the tariff agent, 
calling for a general rate increase of ap- 
proximately 3 per cent. It added that 
similar instructions were filed by United 
Airlines and Slick Airways, Inc., but 
that “it now seems apparent that Amer- 
ican Airlines, Inc., is not going to in- 
crease its rates.” Flying Tiger said that 
it and the other carriers would natural- 
ly be compelled to withdraw their in- 
creases so as to avoid the loss of posi- 
tion which would inevitably result should 
they attempt to charge higher rates than 
American. 


Flying Tiger stated that in presenting 
the original minimum rate level, the 
board had stated that such level was 
determined so as “to leave the carriers 
sufficient freedom, as well as the respon- 
sibility, to work out and adjust their rate 
structures above the rate floor to permit 
the sound development and promotion 
of the air freight service.” It added 
that “cirumstances leading to the adop- 
tion of the ‘tenth supplemental order 
modifying prescribed minimum rates’ in 
1953 clearly proved that the freedom and 
responsibility given to the air carriers 
by the board could not be exercised due 
to the persistent lack of cooperation by 
American.” 

At the moment, it said, the tariff agent 
was under instructions to publish the 
increase in Flying Tiger’s, Slick’s, United’s 
and T.W.A.’s directional and non-direc- 
tional rates, to be effective not later 
than November 30, 1956. Should this 
tariff change take place and should 
American not be compelled to do like- 
wise, “the Flying Tigers and the carriers 
who have concurred in the instructions 
to the tariff agent will be placed at a 
major competitive disadvantage and will 
suffer serious loss of traffic and revenue,” 
said Flying Tiger. 


American and Control of Rates 


It stated that American should not 
be permitted to control the air freight 
rate structure and thereby nullify free- 
dom and responsibility which, it said, 
the board had given all the freight car- 
riers in 1948. 


“It is a matter of record that Ameri- 
can is using a two-rate system, depend- 
ing on whether it competes with Flying 
Tigers and Slick or not,” the airline said. 


Flying Tiger further stated that in 
findings approved by the board in Order 
E-10084, decided March 12, 1956, Docket 
No. 4770 et al., Air Freight Certificate 
Renewal Case, “clearly indicated that 
American, while consistently using a 
dual rate system whereby it charged 
higher rates at points where it has no 
competition, is also, and at the same 
time, consistently opposing rate increases 
which are fully warranted by increased 
costs incurred by other carriers, and 
especially the all-cargo carriers, in ren- 
dering the air freight service.” 


It said’ that the last months of the 
year, because of increased traffic occa- 
sioned by the holidays, had always been 
the high volume months in the air 
freight industry and that a rate increase 
instituted on November 15, 1956, would 
cause less disruption of business than if 
instituted at any other time. On the 
other hand, it added, if the air carriers 
went through this period without an 
increase in rates they would stand to lose 
even more. 


Flying Tiger concluded its petition by 
stating that the fact that it, Slick, 
United, and T.W.A. (which together with 
American, were now the major air freight 
haulers) had filed instructions with the 
tariff agent to effect a rate increase, 
with copies to the board, “plainly in- 
dicates those carriers judgment that air 
freight traffic will stand this type of in- 
crease.” 


It asked that the board issue, at the 
earliest possible time, “an order to show 
cause directing interested parties of air 
freight to appear and show cause why 
the minimum rate order should not be 
amended on November 15, 1956, so as to 
increase the minimum air freight rates 
specified, by three per cent, and for such 
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other further relief as to the board may 
appear proper and just.” 


In its answer, American contendeg 
that the Flying Tiger petition amounted 
to a request that the board take over g 
basic function of management—the sget- 
ting of proper rates. It said this wag 
one of management’s most valuable tools 
and that for the board to “usurp” this 
function was contrary to the intent of 
Congress and to the basic purpose of the 
minimum rate order. Management 
needed and should be given maximum 
flexibility for decision in order to hasten 
the full development of air freight, ang 
“the petition of Flying Tiger states no 
facts which warrant the extraordinary 
coercive action requested,” American 
said. If Flying Tiger had need for im. 
proving its profit position it could take 
unilateral action apart from the mini- 
mum rate order to remedy this situation, 
said American. 


Rate Making by Government 


In reviewing the history of the air 
freight industry, American stated that 
in the eight years which had intervened 
since the board issued its first mini- 
mum rate order in 1948, the air trans- 
portation industry had drifted dan- 
gerously close to forfeiting the function 
of freight rate making to a regulatory 
agency. Congress never intended this 
to happen; nor did the C.A.B. in adopt- 
ing the minimum rate order, it said 
But, the present petition of Flying Tiger 
graphically demonstrated that the board 
was now in fact being asked to sub- 
stitute rate-making by government sane- 
tion for the traditional goal of rate 
making by private management, sensi- 
tive to the regulatory forces of com- 
petition. It added that the petition, in 
effect, was asking the board to decide 
for “all” air carriers that virtually “all” 
rates on “all” long-haul volume segments 
were to be increased by 3 per cent 
Thousand of such rates were affected, 
it said. 


American asserted that the original 
order was deemed to be a temporary 
expedient meeting what was believed t 
be a transient emergency. The board, t 
said, had no intention of shielding any 
carrier from competition or even of as 
suring any carrier a profitable operation. 


“The purpose of the minimum rate 
order,” it continued, “was solely to pre- 
vent the unlimited rate cutting which 
had followed the Part 292.5 exemption 
of 10 scheduled all-cargo carriers t 
compete with the established domestic 
trunklines. The board flatly rejected any 
suggestion that it prescribe actual rates, 
recognizing that such regulatory action 
‘might well be so restrictive as to bk 
extremely unwise.’ Likewise, the board 
refused to prescribe what rate reductions, 
if any, there should be as distance o 
weight of shipment increased. Rather, it 
endeavored to set the minimum rates 
low enough ‘so as to leave with the carrier 
sufficient freedom, as well as the respon- 
sibility, to work out and adjust their rate 
structures above the rate floor to permit 
the sound development and promotion 
of the air freight service. 


Prescription of Rate Level 


“Since 1953, however, the rate floor 
has been raised 25 per cent, becoming 
not the minimum which was intended 
but in effect an actual prescription o! 
the rate level. In most major long-haw 
markets today, freight rates are frozen 
and no longer are subject to the ordi- 
nary decisions of management in a dyna: 





At Christmas — 
It’s good business to give the finest 


Seagram’s 7 Crown in its new Cen- 
tennial Decanter and Seagram’s V.O. 
are available at your liquor dealer’s in 
handsome holiday gift cartons. Each is 
a superb business gift, for each is the 
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mic competitive economy. At all weight 
breaks from 100 pounds to 10,000 pounds, 
for most commodities from apparel to 
zippers, rates can neither be raised nor 
lowered. They cannot be raised without 
injurious loss of traffic and operating 
revenue. They cannot be lowered because 
of the minimum rate order. Floor and 
ceiling have met leaving little or no 
room for management discretion. Tigers’ 
petition, therefore, becomes a plea for 
the board to fix not a minimum but the 
actual rate which a large portion of the 
shipping public will have to pay. 


“Tigers’ petition overlooks the fact that 
this carrier was certificated, not because 
the services it provides were essential 
to the shipping public, but rather for 
the alleged competitive benefits that 
would result... . If Tigers is to be cer- 
tificated for the sake of competition, 
why shouldn’t competition be allowed to 
work? Tigers’ petition provides no an- 
swer. Having asked for the chance to 
compete with other air freight carriers, 
it now asks the board to eliminate com- 
petition and substitute a policy of fixing 
rates in accord with Tigers’ own de- 
ives. ... 


‘Speciousness’ Alleged 

“The complete speciousness of Tigers’ 
assumption that a 3 per cent increase 
in the minimum rate level is necessary 
in order to increase its yield is evi- 
denced by another petition to amend 
the minimum rate order which it filed 
one year ago and which is still pending 
before the board. That other petition 
of Flying Tigers proposed to increase 
the existing 3.75 cent spread per ton- 
mile in the present 20/16.25 formula to a 
spread of 11 cents per ton-mile by put- 
ting a 9-cent-per-ton-mile minimum at 
the higher-weight end of the minimum 
rate scale. Favorable action on both 
of Tigers’ petitions, of course, would 
result in a spread of 11.6 cents per ton- 
mile, the difference between 20.6 (20 
cents times 103 per cent) and 9 cents. 


“We do not know the purpose of 
Tigers’ apparent schizophrenia—filing 
two petitions concurrently, one asking 
for a 3 per cent rate increase for ship- 
ments below 10,000 pounds and the other 
asking for reductions of up to 7 cents 
per ton-mile, or over 40 per cent, for 
shipments weighing more than 10,000 
pounds .. .” 


Views of United Parcel 


United Parcel, in its answer, asked the 
board to dismiss the petition under sec- 
tion 503 of the rules of practice because 
“it does not state facts which warrant 
investigation or action.” If the board 
did not dismiss the petition, it said, then 
“a full and complete hearing is legally 
and equitably required prior to an in- 
crease in the minimum rates.” Such a 
proceeding, it added, should not be re- 
stricted to the issue of a flat percentage 
increase in minimum rates, but should 
re-examine the entire minimum rate 
structure in light of changes which had 
occurred since the issuance of the orig- 
inal order over eight years ago. 


United Parcel offered the following 
conclusions as its argument against 
granting of Flying Tigers’ petition: 

“1, Further rate increases at this 
time would impede the proper develop- 
ment of air transportation by preventing 
the creation of a vast new market for air 
transportation diverted from surface par- 
cel post. 


“2. The petition of Flying Tigers should 
be dismissed because no valid reason 











can be given to support a further in- 
crease in minimum rates. Certainly the 
assertion that wage rates and material 
prices have increased does not justify a 
further increase in the minimum rates. 
The adoption of any such principle would 
require the board to authorize passenger 
fare increases in the General Fare In- 
vestigation, Docket No. 8008. Flying 
Tigers has not even asserted that unit 
costs have increased. Indeed, the re- 
ported figures show that overall costs 
per available ton-mile and per revenue 
ton-mile have decreased since 1953. More- 
over, the all-cargo carriers have enjoyed 
a tremendous growth in traffic and an 
improvement in net operating position. 
With the increasing use of speedier lower 
cost cargo aircraft, these improvements 
should continue. In these circumstances, 
the board should not burden its docket 
or impose a time-consuming hearing 
on other parties. 


“3. The Board could not legally or 
equitably raise minimum rate levels on 
the basis of the pro forma hearing sug- 
gested by the petition. Because of the 
inadequacies of reported figures, and the 
necessity of a proper allocation of costs 
to the common carriage of freight, any 
hearing is bound to be complex and time- 
consuming. Therefore, if the board does 
not dismiss the petition but orders a 
hearing, the proceeding should not be 
limited to the issue of a flat increase 
in the minimum rate level. The board 
should take this opportunity to re-ex- 
amine the prescribed minimum rate 
structure in light of the eight years of 
experience since its imposition. It should 
consider whether or not the statutory 
purposes would be better served by the 
prescription of a different type of rate 
structure, or the lowering of the mini- 
mum rate level, or the exclusion of a 
certain class of traffic from minimum 
rate regulation. Only in this way can 
the board be sure that its regulation 
is adapted to the facts of air transporta- 
tion today.” 


FEDERAL MARITIME 
BOARD NEWS 





Los Angeles C. of C. Asks 
Maritime Board for Probe 


Of East, West Coast Rates 


Indicating that it had waited a 
“reasonable time” since making a 
request in March, 1955, that the Fed- 
eral Maritime Board institute an in- 
vestigation of “the apparent dis- 
criminatory freight rate structures 
from the west coast of the United 
States to the Far East,” the Los An- 
geles Chamber of Commerce has 
asked the board to indicate whether 
it would institute such an investiga- 
tion on its own motion, or whether 
it preferred that a formal complain 
be filed. 

The Los Angeles Chamber, in a letter 
signed by Harold W. Wright, its general 
manager, recalled that on March 15, 1955, 


its transportation division had forwarded 
to Clarence G. Morse, chairman of the 
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F.M.B., a study, entitled “Freight Rate 
to the Far East,” with a letter reques 
ing that the board institute the investj 
gation. 


Mr. Wright said that the chamber hag 
the authority of its board of directors 
file a formal complaint, but that a djs 
cussion with many interested parties ip 
dicated a preference for. the board ¢ 
institute the investigation in its op 
motion. He said that the Los Angele 
group had, therefore, withheld filing sue 
action “until such reasonable time, a 
required by the board to consider th 
matter, would have expired.” 


Further Study Made 


Mr. Wright said that a further stud 
of rate structures from the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts to Far East points, using 
Manila as the Far East point “versus the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts to Europe 
points, using Rotterdam as the Europe; 
point,” indicated a differential in fayo 
of the Pacific coast to Manila of only 7 
cents per ton, “whereas the differentia 
in favor of the Atlantic Coast on the 
identical commodities to Rotterdam ay 
erages $12.55 per ton.” 


Mr. Wright added: 


“The milage differentials as well ag 
the Panama Canal tollage are compa 
rable in both instances, therefore, opera 
tional costs to the carriers should be 
almost identical. The unreasonableness 
and the discriminatory effects of rate 
structures are self evident in rates pres 
ently in effect which favor the Atlanti 
Coast with a differential of over $1 
per ton, versus the Pacific coast to the 
Far East of less than $1 per ton. 


“The above, supplementing our study 
of March 15, 1955, clearly indicates that 
this discrimination against the Pacific 
coast is unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
prejudicial, and is preferential as to the 
Atlantic coast, and is therefore in vio- 
lation of the shipping act of 1916, and 
is otherwise detrimental to the commerte 
of the United States. 


“Although by board of directors’ action, 
dated November 3, 1955, we have author- 
ity to file a formal complaint in the 
matter, a discussion with many inter- 
ested parties indicates a preference for 
your honorable board to institute such 
an investigation on its own motion. We 
have, therefore, purposely withheld filing 
such action until such reasonable time, 
as required by the board to consider 
the matter, would have expired. 

“We will very much appreciate 4 
reply from you indicating whether or 
not the board will soon be in a position 
to institute an investigation on its ow 
motion, as requested in our commuti- 
cation of March 15, 1955, or whether you 
prefer that a formal complaint be filed.” 












































































Ocean Ship Agreements 


The Federal Maritime Board has al- 
nounced that the following agreements 
have been filed with it for approval unde 
section 15 of the 1916 shipping act: 

No. 8148, between Three Bays Line ant 
the Pacific Steam Navigation Co., cov 
ering the transportation of cargo unde 
through bills of lading from Atlantt 
and Gulf ports of the United States ti 
ports on the west coast of South Americé 
with transshipment at Cristobal or Ba! 
boa, C.Z. 

No. 7946-C, between carriers compris 
ing the Pacific Orient Express Line joit 
service and Waterman Steamship Cor 
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Approximately 285 miles of 
Rio Grande's main line are controlled from this CTC 
board at Grand Junction, Colorado 


Cxpedites Your Shipments! 
‘Rio-Grande 
CENTRALIZED TRAFFIC CONTROL 


To save you shipping time, Rio Grande pioneered the use of 


Centralized Traffic Control in the west. CTC gives single track 


85% capacity of double track, eliminates delays, and provides 


a regulated flow of traffic to expedite all freight movement. 
CTC is just part of the modern equipment Rio Grande 
combines with its direct route and progressive operation to 


assure you the finest transportation service possible. 


R. K. BRADFORD, Vice President-Traffic 


Rio Grande Bidg., Denver, Colorado 
SON 
. “2 TRAFFIC OFFICES IN 34 CITIES 
K 40 ong an a e 


DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD 
THE DIRECT CENTRAL TRANSCONTINENTAL ROUTE 
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poration, canceling the approved trans- 
shipment agreement No. 7946, covering 
the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from the Far 
East to Puerto Rico, with transshipment 
at United States Pacific coast ports. 


No. 7880-2, between members of the 
Middle East Mediterranean West bound 
Freight Conference, modifying agree- 
ment No. 7880 so as to delete ports of 
Palestine from the trading area covered 
by the agreement. 


Tanker Construction Plans 
Approved by M.A. Reviewed 


Up to 31 additional new tankers, total- 
ing nearly 1,500,000 deadweight tons, may 
be built in, U.S. shipyards under recent 
proposals under consideration by the 
Maritime Administration it was an- 
nounced November 14 by Clarence G. 
Morse, maritime administrator. 


“These 31 new ships are in addition to 
the 23 new tankers on order or under 
construction as of October 1, 1956,” he 
said. “The proposed construction is 
headed by three 100,000 deadweight-ton 
tankers, one 65,000-ton ship, three of 
60,000 tons, six to eight of 45,-46,000 tons, 
and up to 16 of from 29,000 to 42,000 
deadweight. 


“Twenty ships are scheduled for op- 
eration under the U.S. flag. Transfers 
of about 55 war-built ships (T2 tankers, 
Victorys and Libertys) would be per- 
mitted in connection with construction 
for U.S. flag. Some of these include 
Liberty dry cargo vessels which had pre- 
viously been ‘committed’ for retention 
under U.S. flag.” 


Mr. Morse pointed out that the Ameri- 
can merchant marine would gain large, 
fast new tankers in exchange for old, 
slow, war-built tonnage, and that US. 
shipyards would gain from the construc- 
tion permitted for both U.S. and foreign- 
flag use. An estimated 29,000 man-years 
of work would be provided for the ship- 
yards. Total cost of the new ships was 
estimated at $390,000,000, while shipyard 
wages are estimated at $145,000,000 and 
non-shipyard labor and material at $178,- 
000,000, he said, adding: 

“The ships to be built as well as the 
war-built ships being transferred to for- 
eign flag will be available to the United 
States in case of emergency; none may 
operate on trades forbidden to U.S. ships, 
nor under any flags or owners except as 
approved by the Maritime Administra- 
tion. 


“Already under construction or on 
order in U.S. shipyards for private ac- 
count on October 1, 1956, were 23 new 
tankers totaling about 790,000 deadweight 
tons and estimated to cost $223,000,000.” 


COURT NEWS 


D. of J. Reverses Its Stand 
In Schaffer Transportation 
Co. Granite Rights Case 


The Department of Justice, revers- 
ing the position it took in a federal 
district court, has filed a memoran- 
dum for the United States in opposi- 
tion to the Commission’s motion to 
affirm the lower court, which up- 
held an order of the Commission 
denying a motor carrier authority to 
transport granite on the ground that 
railroad service was adequate. 


The department’s memorandum was 
filed in the Supreme Court of the United 
States in No. 419, Schaffer Transporta- 
tion Co. and American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc., v. United States of 
America, et al (T.W., Sept. 15, p. 67). 
The department said that the Commis- 
sion’s decision not only failed to meet 
the requirements of the national trans- 
portation policy—that the inherent ad- 
vantages of each mode of transportation 
be preserved—but maintained “the dis- 
advantages inhering in the mode of 
transportation first in the field.” 


L.C.C. Action 
After reviewing the recommended 
grant of authority by a Commission ex- 
aminer and approval of the grant of 
authority by division 5 of the Commis- 
sion, the Department of Justice said that 


“the full Commission, by a closely di- 
vided vote, reversed division 5,” adding: 


“After a review of the evidence, it 
stated that all of the supporting wit- 
nesses complain that ‘rail service is too 
slow.’ It said that less-than-carload rail 
service, which is seldom used because of 
its higher cost, is ‘fairly good’ although 
‘not as expeditious as’ the proposed mo- 
tor service. It stated that it was ‘forced 
to conclude that the service presently 
available is reasonably adequate,’ and 
that the shippers’ and receivers’ main 
objective is ‘to obtain lower rates rather 
than improved service. The Commis- 
sion’s ultimate finding was that it had 
not been established that present or 
future public convenience and necessity 
require the proposed motor service.” 


The department then reviewed briefly 
the opinion of the district court uphold- 
ing the Commission’s ruling. 

It its “discussion” the Department of 
Justice said it thought the appellants 
contended correctly that the Commission 
had failed to give effect to the national 
transportation policy that there should 
be “fair and impartial regulation” of all 
modes of transportation subject to the 
act, and that its provisions be adminis- 
tered so as to “recognize and preserve 
the inherent advantages” of each mode 
of transportation. The department 
added: 

“Section 207(a) of the act .. . directs 
the Commission to grant a certificate of 
operating authority if a proposed motor 
carrier service is required by public con- 
venience and necessity. When, as here, 
railroads have a monopoly of certain 
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transportation and the proposal is 
provide significantly better transportg 
tion service by means of trucks, it woulg 
seem that the congressional mandate jg 
frustrated if ‘reasonable adequacy’ of 
the existing rail service is made the crite 
rion of public convenience and necessity 
This shuts the door upon the advantage 
inherent in the proposed truck service 
and it maintains the disadvantages, not 
the advantages, inhering in the mode 9 
transportation first in the field.” 


Court Cases Cited 


The department told the Supreme 
Court that it had not hesitated to “strike 
down orders of the Interstate Commerte 
Commission involving applications of 
the act not consistent with preserving 
the advantages possessed by one mode of 
transportation compared with some other 
mode,” citing Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission v. Mechling, 330 U.S. 567, and 
Dixie Carriers, Inc. v. United States, 351 
US. 56. After a brief review of those 
decisions of the high court, the depart- 
ment said: 

“The Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion in its motion to affirm states that 
the Commission’s determination was 
based upon ‘the adequacy of existing 
rail and motor carrier service.’ We doubt 
that this is a proper construction of 
the Commission’s action. Aside from the 
operating authority denied by division 
5 and not in issue in this proceeding, 
nowhere in the Commission’s report is 
there a finding of available motor sery- 
ice, and division 5 categorically found 
to the contrary ... The fact . . . that 
several supporting witnesses had failed 
to investigate the availability of motor 
carrier service is, we believe, without 
significance. The four witnesses in 
question were dealers in the midwest 
receiving shipments from Vermont and, 
as the Commission itself found, ‘con- 
signees ordinarily leave the routing to 
the producers.’ The Commission’s report 
discloses no such statement by those who 
testified on behalf of actual Vermont 
shippers, one of whom shipped annually 
1,600,000 pounds and another over 5- 
000,000 pounds, or on behalf of the trade 
association which arranged  pool-car 
shipments for its many manufacturer 
members. 


Basic Purpose ‘Thwarted’ 

“The appeal, in our view, presents the 
question whether there has been an 
erroneous application of the statute 
which tends to thwart one of its basic 
purposes—that the public be given op- 
portunity to choose between different 
media of transportation, at least to the 
extent that the services of any partic- 
ular medium provide unique or special 
advantages. It appears that until re- 
cently the Commission itself had ad- 
hered to the principle that the existence 
of adequate rail service is insufficient 
ground for denying to a motor carrie 
authority to serve the same area, and 
that shippers are entitled to a choice 
between rail and motor carrier service. 
See J. S. 9-11; Hearings before the select 
committee on small business, United 
States Senate, Eighty-Fourth Congress 
first session, relating to I.C.C. adminis: 
tration of the motor carrier act, pp 
139-140. 

“In the district court, the United 
States supported the Commission’ 
order. On further analysis of the facts 
and issues, the government has con: 
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Philadelphia 


Camden 


direct cargo transfer 


Rail cars and trucks roll right to shipside. Cargo moves 
in and out quickly, safely and economically. Three 
major railroads and hundreds of truck lines link the 
Port to great industrial centers. 


Excellent cargo handling, storage, packaging and 
banking facilities make Philadelphia America’s fastest 
growing port. For the easy, most direct route, more and 
more exporters and importers “Ship Via Philadelphia.”’ 


Delaware River Port Authority 
Box 69, Camden 1, N. J. 

Pittsburgh, Pa.: The Park Building 

New York: 42 Broadway 

Chicago: 224 S. Michigan Ave. 


DELAWARE RIVER PORT 


Chester Wilmington 





Where do 
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need distribution ? 





Here’s How 


AMERICAN CHAIN 
of WAREHOUSES, Inc. 
Can Help You! 


The carefully-selected members of 
this nationwide organization have 
combined to give you efficient and 
economical warehousing service in 
85 major markets from coast-to- 
coast. 


v 
FOR DISTRIBUTION COSTS 


CALL NEW YORK: John 

a8) Terreforte, Eastern Manager. 

, Telephone Plaza 3-1234, or 

write to 250 Park Avenue, New York 
City, N. Y. 





CALL CHICAGO: Henry (= 
Becker, Western Manager. |~ 
Telephone Harrison 7-3688, a 

or write to 53 West Jackson Blvd., 
Chicago, Illinois. 


CALL THE MEMBER IN YOUR MARKET 


Any member of American Chain of 
Warehouses can give you distribu- 
tion costs in any marketing center. 


Free Membership Directory 


gives you a complete 
listing of members. 
For your copy, write to 
John Terreforte, 250 
Park Avenue, New 
York City. 





AMERICAN CHAIN 


OF WAREHOUSES, INC. 


A Nationwide System of Public Warehouses 
Ssoocoeoscseseso 
Every Link A Strong One 





* or opportunity for hearing. 


cluded that the order probably is er- 
roneous and that summary affirmance 
is not warranted.” 


Appeal of Contested Permit 
Interpretation by 1.C.C. 
Granted by Supreme Court 


An appeal from a decision of the 
federal district court for the north- 
ern Illinois district upholding an 
order of the Commission which in- 
terpreted the “grandfather” rights 
of a motor contract carrier was 
granted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States on November 13 in No. 
366, Andrew G. Nelson, Inc. v. 
United States of America, et al. 


In its appeal to the Supreme Court, 
the carrier said that grandfather rights 
had caused the Commission considerable 
difficulty. It said that for the most part 
the grandfather cases had been handled 
informally and that the Commission had 
had trouble in classifying the operations 
of carriers claiming under the grand- 
father clause. Also, said Nelson, the 
Commission had not perhaps been as 
careful as it should have been in choos- 
ing language to describe the commodities 
authorized to be transported. 

To “mitigate the effect of earlier 
carelessness,” the carrier asserted, the 
Commission began to “devise ways” of 
restricting the scope of grandfather car- 
riers’ operations “sometimes exceeding 
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its statutory authority and necessitating 
restraining action by the courts.” : 

In view of those circumstances, gajg 
the appealing carrier, it was reasonable 
to assume that the Commission, in inter 
preting its permit, intended to restrig¢ 
its operations. Nelson said that its pred 
cessor had been authorized to haul “stoek 
in trade of drug stores,” and that the 
Commission now interpreted that phrage 
to mean “stock in trade intended fq 
drug stores.” The carrier asserted that 
the contrast was striking and that the 
government begged the question when 
said that construing a permit merely 
determined the rights a carrier had from 
the beginning. 

Nelson said that if the Commission's 
“so-called interpretation” of its permit 
deprived it of rights granted either by 
the language of the permit or the grand- 
father clause of the interstate commerce 
act, the Commission’s action was un- 
reasonable and unlawful and “must be 
condemned now” before the carrier's 
business was ruined and before other 
carriers were subjected to similar treat- 
ment. 

The carrier asserted that the “in- 
tended use” test had been devised sub- 
sequent to issuance of the permit to 
effectuate “a new” Commission policy 
and that its application to the Nelson 
permit would change the meaning of 
“the plain language of the permit.” 

Even if the Commission intended to 
issue a permit limiting its rights to haul- 
ing stock in trade intended for drug 
stores, Nelson asserted, the operating 
authority would not have matched Nel- 
son’s grandfather operations as required 
by the act. 








Supreme Court Dismisses 


G.N. Train Service Case 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States on November 3 dismissed an ap- 
peal in No. 402, Great Northern Railway 
Co. v. Board of Railroad Commissioners 
of Montana, et al., in which the railroad 
appealed from a decision of the Supreme 
Court of Montana which had reversed a 
state district court declaring that an 
order made ez parte and without hear- 
ing or opportunity for hearing by the 
state regulatory body violated the due 
process clause of section 1 of the Four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution. 

The railroad asked the Board of Rail- 
road Commissioners of Montana in 1953 
to authorize discontinuance of the intra- 
state operation of twe trains between 
Williston, N.D., and Havre, Mont., al- 
leging losses exceeding $200,000 a year 
from the service, and further alleging 
that service of the trains was no longer 
required. The board ruled that it had no 
jurisdiction and dismissed the applica- 
tion. That dismissal, said the Great 
Northern, “still stands” and it had not 
been revoked by the board. 

The railroad said it discontinued op- 
eration of the trains on April 29, 1954, 
and that, on the following day, the state 
board ordered it to restore the service 
until its further order. The Great 
Northern said that the order had been 
issued ex parte, without notice, hearing, 
The rail- 
road said that the order was based on 
advice from “some undisclosed source,” 
and added that the state regulatory body 
had made no reference to the earlier 
proceeding, which it had dismissed. 

The case was tried in the district court 





of Hill County, Mont. That court held 
that the order could not be made with- 
out hearing. The state board and the 
state’s attorney general appealed to the 
Supreme Court of Montana, which re- 
versed the lower court. 


Ten Railroads Fined Total 
Of $6,700 in Safety Cases 


The Commission has announced that 
in October, in actions brought in the 
federal courts, 10 railroads paid fines ag- 
gregating $4,200 plus costs, on 42 counts 
of violations of the safety appliance acts, 
three railroads paid fines totaling $500 
on six counts of violations of the hours 
of service law, and three railroads were 
fined a total of $2,000 on 50 counts of 
violation of the accident reports act. 

The 42 counts of violations of the 
safety appliance acts, the Commission 
said, .were based on two inoperative 
couplers, 12 inefficient hand brakes, one 
insecure safety-railing, four insecure 
ladders, four cut-out air brakes, 10 in- 
secure running boards, three insecure 
handholds, one insecure still-step, one 
draw-bar of incorrect height and fou 
trains operated with less than the re 
required percentage of air. 

In each instance, it said, suit was 
brought by the United States district at- 
torney in the federal district court hav- 
ing jurisdiction where each violation oc- 
curred, on information furnished by the 
Commission as required by law. 

Railroads and the amounts they were 
fined were shown in the Commission's 
announcement as follows: 

The Baltimore & Ohio, $400; the Bal- 
timore & Ohio Chicago Terminal, $100 
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For efficient, dependable service, you 
naturally choose the modern method of 
lighting. And for outstanding freight 
service, it would naturally pay you to 
ship via the Reading! That’s because 
the Reading is fully experienced and 
equipped to handle all your shipping 


requirements. 


Yes, take advantage of freight serv- 
ice famous for perfect shipping practices 
...and profit! Ship via the Reading! 


READING RAILWAY SYSTEM 


SALES and SERVICE 


Get Valuable Routing Assistance To and From the Eastern Seaboard 
from the Reading Traffic Representative nearest you 


ON-LINE: Philadelphia, Pa. ¢ Wilmington, Del. ¢ Trenton, N. J, ¢ Reading, Pa. « Allentown, Pa. « Harrisburg, Pa. « Williamsport, Pa. 
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the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, $100; 
the Grand Trunk Western, $100; the 
Illinois Central, $300; the Missouri-Kan- 
sas-Texas, $500; the Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas of Texas, $500; the New York 
Central, $200; the Panhandle & Santa 
Fe., $1,200; the Pennsylvania, $200; the 
Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines, 
$200: the Seaboard Air Line, $200; the 
Southern Pacific, $800; the Spokane, 
Portland & Seattle, $1,000; the Union 
Pacific, $200; and the Wabash, $700. 


I.C. Files Reply to N.Y.C. 
In Chicago Station Dispute 


The Illinois Central Railroad an- 
nounced that on November 9 it filed, 
in the circuit court of Cook County, IIl., 
its reply to the position taken by the 
New York Central Railroad justification 
of the attempt by the N.Y.C. to termi- 
nate the contract under which the 
Michigan Central trains operate from 
Central Station, Chicago (T.W., Sept. 
22, p. 64). 

In filing the reply of the Illinois Cen- 
tral to the position taken by the New 
York Central, Joseph H. Wright, vice- 
president and general counsel of the 
I.C., said: 

“The New York Central is making an 
effort to convert a joint facility contract 
into a lease to serve its Own ends. 
Agreements such as the one covering the 
operation of Michigan Central trains at 
Central Station are well recognized as 
joint facility contracts throughout the 
railroad industry. The Illinois Central- 


Michigan Central agreement was in- 
tended as such when entered into in 
January, 1894, and it has been so con- 
sidered by both parties for more than six 
decades until the New York Central, 
which railroad assumed the agreement 
when it took over the operation of the 
Michigan Central, sought to change its 
character.” 


The I.C. contended in its reply that 
withdrawal of Michigan Central pas- 
senger trains from Central Station 
would not be in the public interest. 


“The Michigan Central and its prede- 
cessor lines have been using tracks and 
station facilities provided by the Illinois 
Central since its entrance into Chicago 
in 1852,” said the I.C. in its announce- 
ment. “The present passenger station 
was completed in 1893 for the joint use 
of the Illinois Central and Michigan 
Central and has been used by the two 
railroads ever since that time. The 
contract under dispute at this time dates 
from January 5, 1894. When the New 
York Central acquired the Michigan 
Central, the contract was assigned to 
that railroad with the consent of the 
Illinois Central. 

“The New York Central served notice 
on July 7, 1956, to the Illinois Central 
to end the contract and transfer Michi- 
gan Central trains to LaSalle Street Sta- 
tion on January 4, 1957. On July 20, 
the Illinois Central served counter-no- 
tice on the New York Central that it 
considers the contract one which cannot 
be terminated except by mutual agree- 
ment. The Illinois Central filed suit 
in circuit court on September 18, to 
sustain its interpretation of the contract 
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and to restraint the New York Centrg 
from withdrawing its Michigan Centra 
trains from Central Station. The syj 
contends the proposed action by th 
New York Central would result in un 
employment for a large number of work 
ers, would disrupt present train connec 
tions at Central Station, Woodlawn an 
Kensington, and would leave the Illinoj 
Central burdened with a station large 
than necessary to accommodate its ow; 
trains. The Illinois Central estimate 
that the proposed action should resy 
in a loss to the railroad of approximate] 
$500,000 annually.” : 


N.Y.C. Fined for Violation 
Of Explosives Regulations 


The Commission, by a “memorandy 
for the press,” has announced its receip 
of information from the United State 
attorney at Syracuse, N.Y., to the effec 
that on November 1, the New York Cen 
tral Railroad Co. appeared before the 
US. district court for the northern dis 
trict of New York, at Syracuse, and en 
tered a plea of guilty to a one-count in- 
formation charging the carrier with vio- 
lation of the Commission’s regulations 
for the transportation of explosives and 
other dangerous articles, and the court 
imposed a fine of $300. 


“The violation consisted,” the memo- 
randum said, “of cutting off while in 
motion during switching operations of a 
car placarded ‘explosives,’ in violation of 
the Commission’s regulations.” 





For fast, economical shipping and handling, you can’t 
do better than route your cargo through the Port of 
Lake Charles. 


Lowest Wharfage rates on the Gulf. 
3 trunk line railroads. 

Excellent stevedoring. 

Clean, sprinklered transit buildings. 


For further information, write: 


E. J. Christman, Port Director, P.O. Box 1362, Lake Charles, Louisiana 
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1S of a One day each year we all 


tion of 


set aside our labours and in 


thankfulness of heart offer 


7 ._ ws = 


to be thankful for: health, family 
well-being, our daily bread and for 
life itself. We at Eazor Express, Inc. 
take this opportunity to greet you with a 
Thanksgiving thought and to voice a 


sincere “Thank You” to our many friends. 


® Terminals * Relay Points 


| EXPRESS 


em: WY) |, mere §=INCORPORATED 


15 TWENTY SIXTH ST. PITTSBURGH 22, PA. 
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THE RAILROAD THAT RUNS BY THE CUSTOMER'S CLOCK... 















































































qately 
MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS yolatic 
Digests of statements issued by the mrt 5 
Secretary of the Commission concerning WS al: 
prosecutions, in federal courts, for vio. gdrive 
lations of motor carrier provisions of the | 
interstate commerce act or of Commission spal € 
rules and regulations thereunder, appear jm b’ the 
below. t¢ be | 
Virginia eastern district, at Norfolk — 
A fine of $650 was imposed on Turner ye. c 
Express, Inc., of Norfolk, Va., on Novem etobs 
ber 5, following entry of its plea of guilt; o gui 
to all counts of an information charging yth : 
it with operating on the highways vehj ates 
cles with defects in the air-braking sys: aire 
tem, with defects in the electrical wiring je f 
system, with defective windshield wiper 
and without fire extinguisher, all in vio Cali 
lation of the motor carrier safety regud gvisic 
lations, and with operating leased vehi} ¢ Lu 
cles without having therewith manifesta pber 
or other papers identifying the lading giilty 
and indicating that it was being trans jilin 
ported under the responsibility of thd ertai 
defendant. The counts, 13 in number™ ecati\ 
were all based on violations discovered nent 
in four vehicle inspections made by the™ yithe 
field staff of the Bureau of Motor Car-® ine ' 
riers. The same fine was imposed for 
| each count. The fine was required to Mi: 
| be paid in full. urg 
: = leliv 
Virginia eastern district, at Norfolk® \iss. 
Marva Forest Products, Inc., of Tem-§ #04 
| peranceville, Va., was fined $600 on No-& lwir 
| vember 5 following entry of its pleag ctio 
| of guilty to all counts of an informationg non 
| charging it with permitting its drivers™ trly 
to operate vehicles for excessive hours™® les 


| per day, failing to require its drivers to 
| prepare daily logs in the manner pre- 
| scribed, failing to require drivers to 
make to the defendant daily reports of 


ess gS Pe 
14,506 Nickel Platers and modern 5 EE 
’ ‘ vehicle conditions, and with failing to 
serve your transportation needs | Sn) maintenance “alin oation 
} 


| safety regulations. The fine was re- 
' : - — ! quired to be paid in full. 
The skills of Nickel Plate’s well-trained, conscientious employees combine : = .* 


to give you the best freight transportation. Your nearby NKP representative Endioms mesthern Gistetet, Geuth Rew 


division, at South Bend. Shippers Dis- 


can put them —and their up-to-date equipment—to work for you. Call him | patch, Inc., of South Bend, Ind., was 
today about any shipping requirement. 


fined $350 on November 1 following entry 
of its plea of nolo contendere to an in- 






e Fast schedules ¢ Dependable, on-time deliveries _ formation charging it with failing o# © 
s . ‘ : 3 | have on file certificates of physical ei- P 
e Piggyback service ¢ Complete tracing information | amination for certain of its drivers, pe  yiz 
« Flexibility to meet your special requirements | mitting or requiring certain of its drivers § soy 
| to remain on duty and to drive or operate rd: 
44 Nickel Plate traffic offices are located in principal cities. All have er at te cies bee a * rer 
ole ies Lee | rea 
teletype facilities to speed your requests for information and service drivers to make and keep drivers’ log ric 
aiaientaestanemiemesenens TAKE ONTARIO in the form and manner prescribed by Mi 
the Commission. The fine and costs wer § jn, 
required to be paid. wT 
wt * * 

ieee gar 
Michigan western district, southem § jt¢ 
| division, at Grand Rapids. Century Pr § jjo 
| duce System, Inc., of Zeeland, Mich., was mis 
fined $1,200 on September 27 following § pri 
| entry of its plea of guilty to an informa § “x; 
| tion charging it, a motor carrier i § yijc 
| “exempt” commodities, with failing to re § ab; 
quire its drivers to keep drivers’ log. § wr 
The fine was required to be paid. an 
* * * to 
| Maryland district, at Baltimore. East: § >, 
; | ern Canners, Inc., of Glenside, Pa., Wa § yp 

Speed your freight | fined $495 on October 26 following entr! 
: of its plea of guilty to an informatio) te 
ship Nickel Pilate | charging it with failing to equip vehicle . 
with low-pressure warning device, ade 
| quate brakes, spare light bulbs, sidt vi 
W YORK, CHICAGO AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY | marker lamps and windshield wipe § a 
peaches — nde wv pete | blades, and with operating a vehicle with & re 
GENERAL OFFICES .. . TERMINAL TOWER. . . CLEVELAND 1, OHIO exposed wiring and fifth wheel inade or 


ired to 


Yorfolk. 

Tem- 
on No- 
S plea 
mation 
drivers 
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qgately secured to the truck tractor, in 
yolation of the Commission’s motor car- 
rer safety regulations. The defendant 
was also charged with failing to require 
adriver to have in his possession a phy- 
stal examination certificate as required 
pr the regulations. The fine was required 
t( be paid. 

* * * 
New York northern district, at Syra- 
ase. B & A Motor Transportation Co., 
he., of Fulton, N.Y., was fined $450 on 
(tober 11 following entry of its plea 
o guilty to an information charging it 
wth failing to require medical certifi- 
ates for its drivers and failing to re- 
qire such drivers to submit daily logs. 
the fine was required to be paid. 

a” Of a 


California southern district, central 
dvision, at Los Angeles. T.I.M.E., Inc., 
¢ Lubbock, Tex., was fined $609 on Oc- 
pber 8 following entry of its plea of 
giilty to an information charging it with 
filing to have all brakes with which 
ertain motor vehicles were equipped op- 
eative at all times, with operating equip- 
nent with loose and dangling wires, and 
vithout adequate parking brakes. The 
fne was required to be paid. 

* co *” 


Mississippi southern district, Hatties- 
urg division, at Hattiesburg. H & L 
Ielivery Service, Inc., of Hattiesburg, 
Niss., was required to pay the sum of 
#04 on October 24 as a forfeiture, fol- 
hwing entry of a judgment in a civil 
«tion charging it a Class I motor com- 
non carrier, with failing to file its quar- 
trly accounting report within the time 


“USS GERRARD STEEL STRAPPING 
and the Model TA Machine 


SPALDING 


WIN SGU tas 


SPALDING 


WCTOR COWS BAITS 


SPALDING 


soe GO} Sails 


“and provide a secure, pilferproof 
package every time.” 


This famous sporting goods manufac- 
turer has been using USS GERRARD Steel 
Strapping for over six years to wrap 
shipments destined for all corners of 
the earth. They have found the GERRARD 
TA Machine to be speedy, simple, and 
easy to operate. And the packages, 
once tied with GERRARD Round Steel 
Strapping, remain tightly wrapped, 
rigid, and snug until they reach their 
destination. 


The Spalding Distributing Branch 
secures with GERRARD Steel Strapping 
all packages which weigh 75 pounds or 
less, and are to be shipped great dis- 
tances. Formerly, string, cord or twine 
were used to reinforce the packages— 
hand-wrapped with several loops. The 
GERRARD Steel Strapping now in use 
has proved to be cheaper, 3 to 4 times 
faster, and tremendously stronger. 

If you haven’t investigated GERRARD 
Steel Strapping—Round or Flat—you 
should. And do it now. If you'd like 
help with your packaging-tying prob- 
lem, our engineers would be happy to 
help you find the safest, most econom- 
ical solution to it. Get in touch with us. 
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MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 
Regulation of Common Carriers 


Cases Recently Decided by 
State and Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter Systems published by West 
Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. Copy- 
right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 
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United States Court of Appeals, Seventh 

Circuit 

Prosecution of motor carrier for, inter 
Wia, violation of Interstate Commerce 
Commission regulations relating to plac- 
wding truck carrying shipment of dan- 
zerous commodity, and to having two red 
rear reflectors. The United States dis- 
trict court for the eastern district of 
Mlinois, Fred L. Wham, J., imposed 
ines on both counts, and defendant 
ippealed. The Court of Appeals, Finne- 
tan, circuit judge, held that under stat- 
ite providing that whoever knowingly 
violates any Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission regulation shall be fined or im- 
prisoned or both, in view of word 
‘knowingly,” an accused cannot be con- 
victed of violating any such regulation in 
absence of proof that he had specific 
Wrongful intent to violate the regulation, 
and that trial court had erred in failing 
to correctly instruct jury on mental ele- 
ment required by, and for accountability 
under, this statute. 


Judgment reversed and case remanded 

shicle — fa new trial. 

ade- The word “knowingly,” in statute pro- 
sidt viling that whoever knowingly violates 

wipe § aty Interstate Commerce Commission 

e with regulation shall be fined or imprisoned, 

inade § or both, describes a state of mind es- 


HOT OFF THE PRESS! 
NEW CATALOG... 


36 pages of photographs, descriptions, facts 
and figures on all USS GERRARD Steel Strap- 
ping and associated equipment. 


GERRARD STEEL STRAPPING DIVISION, 
UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION 
General Offices: Chicago, Illinois 


RETURN THIS COUPON 


Gerrard Steel Strapping 
4707 South Richmond Street 
Chicago 32, Illinois 
Please send me, free of charge, the new GERRARD Blue 
Book of Packaging—Catalog No. 2. 
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STREAMLINE 


YOUR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT! 


WE AGREE—running a traffic department is never going 
to be a bed of roses, no matter how you look at it. But 
professionally trained personnel can contribute substantially 
toward making a smoothly running, successful operation. 


The Academy of Advanced Traffic, New York and Phila- 
delphia has for 27 years offered high-level, professional 
training in transportation and traffic management—with 
courses both for beginners and for personnel already in the 
field who wish to advance to executive status. 


Whether you are interested in a special program 
for members of your department, or courses for 
yourself, your inquiry on the attached 
coupon will receive prompt and 
courteous attention. 


ACADEMY OF 
ADVANCED 
TRAFFIC 


New York—Philadelphia 


Academy of Advanced Traffic (Philadelphia area residents may address in- 


. # quiries to the Academy of Advanced Traffic, 
63 Vesey Street Market St. Natl. Bank Bidg., Market & Juniper 
New York 7 N Y Sts., Philadelphia 7) 

I > Ned. 


Please send me information about your courses in transportation and traffic 
management. I understand that this request places me under no obligation. 


Name 





Address 
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State 
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sential for responsibility, and remo 
violations of relevant regulations frp 
classification familiarly known as Maly 
prohibitum, public welfare, and ciyijj 0 
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Commerce Act, Sec. 222(a), 49 USCM The 
Sec. 322(a). at | 
Under statute providing that whoeysl @ali! 
knowingly violates any Interstate Con 94!l 
merce Commission regulation shall ficie 
fined or imprisoned or both, in view @ thi 
word “knowingly” an accused cannot We &Pé 
convicted of violating any such regulg fict 
tion in absence of proof that he ham 0M 
specific wrongful intent to violate the t 
regulation. 18 U.S.C.A. Sec. 835: Intell ©: 
state Commerce Act, Sec. 222(a), qm A® 
U.S.C.A. Sec. 322(a). oo 
In prosecution of motor carrier fo ie 
inter alia, violation of Interstate Cong japj 
merce Commission regulations relating] pou 
to placarding truck carrying shipmer b t 
of dangerous commodity, and to havi 9ec 
two red rear reflectors, court improperl mq: 
refused to instruct jury that defendarfM ton 
could not be found guilty unless jun stt) 
believed that defendant had specifi st; 
wrongful intent to violate these regula o : 
tions. 18 US.C.A. Sec. 835; Interstat 
Commerce Act, Sec. 222(a), 49 US.C.AM ini 


Sec. 322(a) (United States v. Chicag 



































































Express, 235 F.2d 785). ” 
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wic 

Supreme Court of Alabama ¢ t 

The State Department of Revenue “© 
made a final assessment for corporatioj ee 
franchise tax against pipeline company, °" 
and the company appealed to the Cirm °° 
cuit Court. From a decree of the Cir 7“ 
cuit Court, Montgomery County, Walte 
B. Jones, J., setting aside the assess ~ 
ment, the state appealed. The Supremgy 
Court, Stakely, J., held that foreig ae 
pipeline company which operated pipe a 
line from Louisiana to North Caroling 
as common carrier of petroleum prod o 
ucts received in Louisiana and which 7 
transported and delivered such products 
direct to shippers at terminals in Aa ‘” 
bama and other states was, under tha @ 
circumstances, engaged exclusively in in ; 
terstate business in Alabama so as tq "" 
be immune from Alabama franchise taxg 

Affirmed. ro 

Foreign company which operated pipe-§ ‘°' 
line from Louisiana to North Carolina “ 
as common carrier of petroleum proi-— ¥' 
ucts received in Louisiana and whichg * 
transported and delivered such produds— UF 
direct to shippers at terminals in Al-§— ‘U 
bama and other states was, under them ™' 
circumstances, engaged exclusively in in-— °° 
terstate business in Alabama so as om P* 
be immune from Alabama franchise ta.§ !° 
Code 1940, Tit. 51, Sec. 348; Act Cong. 
July 30, 1941, Sec. 2, 55 Stat. 6i;% 
Proclamation Aug. 23, 1941, No. 2505, 5% " 
Stat. 1670. 

The franchise tax on foreign corpori- - 
tions is only applicable to foreign co-— 
porations actually doing an intrastale “ 
business in Alabama, and is not appl-§ 
cable to foreign corporations doing # a 
exclusively interstate business in Al a 
bama. Code 1940, Tit. 51, Sec. 3% — 9% 
Const. 1875, Art. 14, Sec. 4; Const. 19) C 
Sec. 232. : 

Under constitutional provision that BD f 


foreign corporation shall do any busine 
in Alabama without having place ! 
business and authorized agent in stat 
and that such corporation shall pi 
franchise tax, words, “such corporatior 
can only apply to foreign corporatios 
that “do any business in this state” f 
to a foreign corporation that “does bus 
ness” in Alabama, and words “doi 
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pisiness in this state” in franchise tax 
jw means same as words “do any 
pisiness” or “does business” in Consti- 
tition. Const. 1901, Sec. 232; Code 1940, 
Tt. 51, Sec. 348. 

The foreign corporation franchise tax 
a@t proviso that if corporation has 
qialified to do business in Alabama it 
sjall for purpose of franchise tax prima 
jicie be held to do business in state 
wthin the meaning of the act is an 
epress legislative recognition of the 
fict that a foreign corporation must be 
@ing some intrastate commerce before 
tle tax is applicable. Code 1940, Tit. 51, 
&c. 348. 

Agreement between foreign pipeline 
ompany and state settling corporation’s 
942-1948 liability for franchise taxes 
yas not res judicata as to company’s 
lability for 1952 franchise tax, where the 
gounds upon which the conclusion as 
p taxability was predicated were not 
gsecified, and there was no _ judicial 
fnding or determination as to any ques- 
ton of fact in connection with the agreed 


settlement. Code 1940, Tit. 51, Sec. 348. 


6tate v. Plantation Pipe Line Co. 89 
fo. 2d 549). 

Inited States District Court, S.D. Texas, 

Houston Division 

Action by water carriers to declare 
wid and enjoin enforcement of orders 
¢ the Interstate Commerce Commission 
acating its order suspending railroad 
ompanies’ proposed reduced rates for 
arload movements of pipe from eastern 
seel mills to four southwestern states 
md approving companies’ application for 
bwer long haul than short haul rates. 
the district court, John R. Brown, circuit 
judge, held that Commission’s order 
that, “good cause appearing therefor,” 
ader of suspension be vacated, was in- 
lalid, as quoted phrase was inadequate 
io upset Commission’s prior positive find- 
ngs in suspension order. 

Order declared invalid and set aside, 
ind matter remanded to Commission 
ior further proceedings. 

Interstate Commerce Commission's 
order that, “good cause appearing there- 
for,’ Commission’s order suspending rail- 
road companies’ proposed reduced rates 
‘or carload movements of pipe from 
eastern steel mills to certain south- 
western states be vacated, was invalid, 
as quoted phrase was inadequate to 
upset Commission’s positive findings in 
suspension order that proposed rates 
would be unjust and unreasonable and 
constitute unfair and destructive com- 
petition. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 
15(7), 17(2), 49 U.S.C.A. Secs. 15(7), 17(2). 

The grounds on which administrative 
order must be judged are those on which 
record discloses that order was based. 

The scope of judicial review of ad- 
ministrative agencies’ orders being nar- 
rowly limited, such agencies must reveal, 
in terms beyond statutory rubric, the 
bases for their actions, so that courts 
may adjudge whether elemental stand- 
ards of judicial system and statutory re- 
quirements were met. 

A court reviewing Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s order must first decide 
whether there is lack of basic or essential 
findings required to support order. 

Railroad companies’ competitors im- 
mediately, adversely and financially af- 
fected by Interstate Commerce Commis- 
spn’s order vacating its order suspending 
Sich companies’ proposed reduced rates 
have standing to sue as parties for review 
0i vacation order. 

An order of Interstate Commerce Com- 
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Another of 

2 NAVAJO’S famous 
SQUEEZABLE 
SQUAWS 


FINEST 
SERVICE 
COAST 

TO COAST 


One-Line Connections Over Shortest, 
Fastest Coast-to-Coast Route With 
Direct Connections To All Major Points 
In the United States. 


LIBERAL 
GUYMON 


AMARILLO 


Me NAVAIO reeicut wines inc 
=m NAVAJO rericht tines inc 


operoting HEARNE MOTOR FREIGHT LINES INC 


TERMINALS 


ALBUQUERQUE, N. M. *GUYMON, OKLAHOMA PUEBLO, COLO. 
AMARILLO, TEXAS *HOBBS, N. M. ROSWELL, N. M. 
ANDREWS, TEXAS KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIF. LA PORTE, INDIANA SANTA FE, N. M. 
CHICAGO, ILL. *LIBERAL, KANSAS *SEAGRAVES, TEXAS 
DENVER, COLO. LOS ANGELES, CALIF. SOUTH BEND, INDIANA 
FLAGSTAFF, ARIZ. *LUBBOCK, TEXAS STOCKTON, CALIF. 
FORT WAYNE, INDIANA OAKLAND, CALIF. (Terminal Manteca) 
FRESNO, CALIF. “ODESSA, TEXAS TUCUMCARI, N. M. 
GALLUP, N. M. OMAHA, NEBR. “WICHITA, KANSAS 


*NAVAJO FREIGHT LINES,,INC., OPERATING HEARNE FREIGHT LINES, INC. 


Look for the | trail of the blue-eyed Indian 
NAVAJO X FREIGHT LINES, INC. 


National Headquarters: 1205 So. Platte River Dr., Denver, Colo. 





MOTOR FREIGHT, INC. 


Synonym for Premium Transportation & Consistently Better Service 


HIGH-CUBE UNITS? =v (124 in service) 
FASTER SCHEDULES? 
DIRECT SERVICE? (noted for it) 

ALL AT MERCHANTS? Vv (plus much more) 


(2-4 hours faster) 


DON’T MARK IT RUSH — MARK IT MERCHANTS! 


MERCHANTS MOTOR FREIGHT, INC. 


GENERAL OFFICES: 2625 TERRITORIAL ROAD, ST. PAUL, MINN., PHONE: MIDWAY 5-4561 
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mission, vacating its suspension of car 
rier’s proposed reduced rates, has ade 
quate finality for review by court, 
reviewability is determined by intringj 
nature of order and its practical impac 
on business under regulation, not p 
mere tag or label affixed to it. 

The administrative procedure act ap 
plies to Interstate Commerce Commis 
sion proceedings. Administrative Proce. 
dure Act, Sec. 1 et seq., 5 U.S.C.A. Sec 
1001 et seq. 

The section of administrative proce. 
dure act, requiring that administrative 
agencies’ decisions include statements o0{ 
findings and conclusions, as well as rea- 
sons or bases therefor, on all materia! 
issues presented on record, applies tq 
Interstate Commerce Commission pro- 
ceedings for suspension of carrier’s pro- 
posed rates and temporary approval of 
proposed lower rates for longer than fo 
shorter hauls, as such suspensions and 
approvals are integral parts of investi- 
gations as to lawfulness of rates, which 
must be determined on hearings. Ad- 
ministrative Procedure Act, Secs. 1, 4, 7. 
8, 5 US.C.A. Secs. 1001, 1003(b), 1006, 
1007; Interstate Commerce Act, Sec. 15 
(1, 7), 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 15(1, 7). 

The fact that Interstate Commerce 
Commission must exercise sound judg- 
ment and discretion in granting or deny- 
ing suspensions of carrier’s proposed 
rates does not render suspension orders 
nonreviewable by courts under section 
of administrative procedure act authoriz- 
ing judicial review of administrative 
agencies’ actions except so far as com- 
mitted by law to agencies’ discretion, in 
view of spirit and broadly remedial pur- 
poses of such act. Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act, Sec. 10, 5 U.S.C.A. Sec. 1009. 

Exemptions from terms of administra- 
tive procedure act cannot be lightly pre- 
sumed. Administrative Procedure Act, 
Sec. 1 et seq., 5 U.S.C.A. Sec. 1001 et seq. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission's 
“corrected order,” substituting for phrase, 
“and good appearing,” in its previous 
order vacating its order suspending rail- 
road companies’ proposed reduced rates 
for long haul transportation of pipe in 
competition with water carriers, state- 
ment that such rates would not be un- 
just and unreasonable or constitute un- 
fair and destructive competition, was 
not a permissible nunc pro tunc orde 
correcting clerical ministerial errors o 
omissions, but was invalid as attempt t 
substitute reasons, not given in vacation 
order, for granting thereof, and inade 
quate as merely restating in negative 
form conclusion in previous positive 
strong findings of probable illegality of 
suspension. Interstate Commerce Aci, 
Sec. 4, 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 4. 

Administrative agencies cannot cor 
rect. in form of nunc pro tunc orders, 
previous orders thereof to meet objet- 
tions specifically urged thereto in peti- 
tion for judicial review thereof as ef- 
fective review would thus be denied. 

There must be some determination 
and disclosure of Interstate Commerc 
Commission’s basic reasons for tempo 
rary approval of railroad companies 
lower rates for long haul than short haw 
transportation of certain commodities, % 
that short haul shippers, intermediate 
communities and competing carriers maj 
ascertain whether Commission’s action 
was product of reason and judgment o1 
was hasty, ill-considered action creating 
undue and illegal preferences, even if in- 
vestigation required by statute need not 
be full hearing required before final 
determination of lawfulness of proposed 
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rites. Interstate Commerce Act, Sec. 4 
4 US.C.A. Sec. 4; National Transporta- 
ton Policy, 49 U.S.C.A. note preceding 
gction 1. 

Water and motor carriers competing 
yith railroad companies have ample 
sanding to invoke judicial review of 
Interstate Commerce Commission’s or- 
@r, temporarily approving such com- 
panies’ proposed lower rates for long 
jaul than short haul transportation of 
ppe from eastern steel mills to certain 
suthwestern states. Interstate Com- 
nerce Act, Sec. 4, 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 4. 


The words “reasonable compensatory” 
j) provision of interstate commerce act 
that Interstate Commerce Commission, 
. exercising its authority thereunder to 
permit common carrier, in special case, 
dter investigation, to charge lower 
ntes for longer than for shorter hauls, 
gall not permit establishment of any 
marge not reasonably compensatory for 
srvice performed, imply that rate must 
nore than cover extra or additional ex- 
menses incurred in handling traffic to 
vhich it applies, be no lower than neces- 
ary to meet existing competition, nor 
» low as to threaten extinction of legiti- 
nate competition by water carriers, and 
jnpose no undue burden on other traffic 
o jeopardize appropriate return on value 
¢ carrier property generally. Interstate 
(ommerce Act, Sec. 4(1), 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 
41). 

A court cannot test legality of Inter- 
sate Commerce Commission’s orders 
temporarily approving railroad compa- 
ries proposed lower rates for long haul 
tian short haul transportation of pipe 
fom eastern mills to southwestern states 
m petition of interested and aggrieved 
ompeting water and moter carriers, as 
sich approval may continue for many 
nonths or years until investigation hear- 
ings are completed and judicial review 
exhausted and approval is definite pos- 
tive act having final characteristics so 
lar as affected competing carriers are 
concerned. Interstate Commerce Act, 
Sec. 4(1), 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 4(1). 


Variation from sweeping prohibitions 
if section of interstate commerce act, 
declaring it unlawful for common car- 
tier to charge greater aggregate com- 
pensation for transportation of passen- 
gers or property for shorter than for 
longer distances in same direction, un- 
less authorized by Interstate Commerce 
Commission in special cases after in- 
vestigation, but providing that Commis- 
sion shall not permit establishment of 
charge to or from more distant point that 
is not reasonably compensatory for serv- 
ice performed, are permitted only in 
special cases and then only after investi- 
gation affords basis for conclusion that 
case is special. Interstate Commerce Act 
Sec. 4(1), U.S.C.A. Sec. 4(1). 

The requirement of interstate com- 
merce act that Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s authorization of common 
carrier to charge less for longer than 
for shorter haul in special case shall be 
made only after investigation clearly 
implies that question shall be determined 
on testimony and after hearing, in view 
of requirements of administrative pro- 
cedure act that all administrative de- 
cisions become part of record and include 
Statements of findings and conclusions, 
a well as reasons or bases therefor, on 
al material issues of fact, law or dis- 
cletion presented on record. Interstate 
Commerce Act, Sec. 4(1), 49 U.S.C.A. 
Sec. 4(1); Administrative Procedure Act, 
Sec. 8, 5 U.S.C.A. Sec 1007. 

Courts and administrative agencies, 
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*SHIATORU KEIYU (Via Seattle) has become 
a slogan with Japanese shippers. They know that 
they save time and money over the Great Circle 
Route. The Port of Seattle is nearly two sailing 
days closer to Japan than major California ports. 


Just as important, they know that they can count 
on the Port of Seattle’s alert 24-hour service to 
put the GO in CARGO. 


‘‘The Port of 
Seattle gives our Japanese 
crews and cargoes service that 
would be hard to improve.’ 
Shigezo Yoshikawa 
Consul-General of Japan 


Seattie, 
Washington 





PORT OF SEATTLE COMMISSION 


Clarence H. Carlander, President M. J. Weber, Secretary 
E. H. Savage, Vice President H. M. Burke, General Manager 
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FOREIGN FREIGHT INTRIGUE 


operation hammer and tons 
or 
the case of the 
Prefabricated Hammer 


This time we were dealing with no 
ordinary hammer. A year in the 
making, it had to be taken out of 
England and into Canada piecemeal. 
Our people in Liverpool made the 
first move; then our Toronto office 
took over. Nothing could be left to 
chance. Parts of it, one piece—120 
tons, another—110 tons, were drop- 
ped off at two separate ports, and 
later brought together at a desig- 
nated rendezvous—where it was 
assembled. 

We were successful in moving a 
Friction Drop Hammer, exactly as 
our client specified. This is another 
instance of the expert service inter- 
national shippers know they can 
expect when they call on: 


American Express Foreign Freight Service 


FOREIGN FREIGHT FORWARDING | 
WhHitehall 4-2000 


CUSTOMS HOUSE BROKERS «+ 
65 Broadway, New YorkG °« 


For complete details, write our nearest office and ask for booklet TW. 


GENERAL FOREIGN AGENTS—NEW YORK CENTRAL SYS 


Safest! 


DIRECT SERVICE 


through the HART 
of the Northwest 


TERMINALS 





Minneapolis & 
St. Paul, FE 9-4681-6 
Chicago, V1 2-4422 
Little Falis, 146W 
Detroit Lakes, 207 
St. Cloud, BL 2-2172 
Alexandria 


Jamestown, 1833W 
Bismarck, CA 3-5176 
Grand Forks, 4-4697 
Devils Lake, 1316 
7 Minot, 51-193 & 4 
Williston, 2-202 
Glasgow, 160 
Sidney, 501-J 


Valley City, 911 Wolf Point, 578 


Wadena, 79J 


* In 1955 Hart Motor Express, Inc. 
won the first place award for com- 
bined local and over-the-road 
operations in the ATA National 
Truck Safety Contest. 


HART 2600 University Ave., 8.E. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


MOTOR EXPRESS, INC. 


MARINE INSURANCE 





BOSTON—177 MILK STREET 
CHICAGO—18 SO. MICHIGAN AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES—520 W. 7TH STREET 
NEW ORLEANS—143 BARONNE STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO—244 CALIFORNIA ST. 
MONTREAL—410 ST. NICHOLAS STREET 
TORONTO—23 MELINDA STREET 
IDLEWILD AIRPORT, N. Y.— 

Air Cargo Building (Also 

serving La Guardia Field) 


Offices in all important 
commercial cities abroad 


BROOKS 


TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. 


MAIN OFFICES — RICHMOND, VA. 


Terminals in Principal Eastern Cities 








FMB-417 


TEM 








TRAFFIC Worm }oven 
such as Interstate Commerce Commis 
sion, have power to change their ming 
and grant relief previously denied, by 
there must be some basis to indicate tha’ 
reason and judgment brought aboy 
change. 

Interstate Commerce Commission’s g 
der, purporting to correct fourth sectig 
board’s order temporarily approving raj 
road companies’ proposed lower rates fp 
long than short haul transportation 95 
pipe so as to show that order was by 
division acting as appellate division afte 
filing of competing motor and wate 
carriers’ complaint and brief pointip 
out their right to stay of order unt 
decision by division, and Commissioy’ 
subsequent order erroneously stating tha 
division was acting as appellate divisigi§ 
on consideration of railroad companies 
petition to reverse board’s withholding 9 
such relief, were invalid. Interstate Com 
merce Act, Secs. 4(1), 17(8), 49 US. 
Secs. 4(1), 17(8). (Dixie Carriers 
United States, 143 F.Supp. 844). 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 


Cases Recently Decided by State and 
Federal Courts 
Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter System, published by West 


Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. Copy. 
right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 


United States Court of Appeals, Fiff 

Circuit 

Shipper brought action against ship 
owner for cargo loss sustained when pat 
of cargo was jettisoned when vess 
grounded. The United States distrie 
court for the eastern district of Louis 4 
ana, J. Skelly Wright, J., 130 F.Supp. 64 
entered judgment adverse to shipowne: 
and shipowner appealed. The Court 6 
Appeals, John R. Brown, circuit judge 
held that evidence sustained findings 
that vessel was unseaworthy and that 
unseaworthiness was caused by ship 
owner’s failure to exercise due diligence. 

Affirmed. 

On appeal by shipowner from decree 
for cargo loss sustained when part @ 
cargo was jettisoned when vessel went 
aground, shipowner had substantial but- 
den of convincing Court of Appeals that 
findings of fact and fact inferences @ 
federal district court were clearly e& 
roneous. 

In action under charter party 
shipper against shipowner for cargo les 
sustained when part of cargo was je& 
tisoned when vessel grounded, shippe 
had burden of affirmatively establishing 
that vessel was unseaworthy. 

If strandings of vessels were causél 
by unseaworthiness due to lack of di 
diligence on part of shipowner, tha 
cargo loss sustained when part of car 
was jettisoned when vessel stranded, Wa 
not an excepted loss or damage arisilf 
or resulting from navigational err@, 
stranding, latent defect, or any oth 
cause without actual fault or privif 
within meaning of charter. 

In action under charter party § 
shipper against shipowner for cargo 1@ 
sustained when part of cargo was jé 
tisoned when vessel grounded, shippé 
had the usual advantage of a bailor put 
ting on the carrier, as the person havill 
the means of knowledge, the obligatic 
of coming forward with some explané 
tion, and a presumption of unseaworth: 
ness existing at beginning of voyagt 
where machinery, gear, or appliancé 
fail shortly after the beginning of ! 
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TE | There are sound engineering reasons for the 
ed NONE PES better ride your shipment gets on NAILABLE 
vesge hi, PAP . 
distrig % ean is a STEEL FLOORING. Made of N-A-X HIGH-TENSILE 
Louis ‘ tN steel, it can’t splinter or wear. It adds structural 
tobe , r% al strength to the car underframe. For blocking, 
urt Of : nails are held tightly in the grip of steel grooves, 
Judge a - T ’ yet can be readily removed without damage to 
ae ' ah ; the floor. And the entire surface is coated with 

ship- » a : a skid-proof material for personnel safety. N-S-F 
igene: ‘. uf lasts for the life of the car, and provides Class A 


decree SSS ‘ rating all that time. 
ae | UIT There’s a long list of other important advan- 
al bur : SNe tages; to you they mean simply this. The rail- 
ls that road has your best interest at heart and is doing 


ry p ” | ’ something about it—when the freight car you 


use is equipped with N-S-F. 
re J a Detailed information about N-s-F is readily 
as jet available from Stran-Steel representatives in 
shipper Chicago, New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, 
isha Cleveland, San Francisco, Minneapolis and 
causél Atlanta. In Canada, N-s-F is made and sold by 
of International Equipment Co., Ltd., Montreal. 


oa N-S-F (TM): NAILABLE STEEL FLOORING 
arisitg — Made and sold by— 


ery _—< > STRAN-STEEL CORPORATION 
2 5 


privij | Ammo = Detroit 29, Michigan + A Unit of 


rty @ = — Ug i 

co ld L NATIONAL STEEL #y CORPORATION 
as jé " % : 

shippe 

or put 

havin } 

igatia Z ; FREE BOOKLET FOR SHIPPERS— We will be delighted to mail you 
(plane iS - our new booklet explaining how shippers make sure of safer 


wens handling. Simply send us your name and address. 
liancé 
y of i 





YOU CAN -@ 


Alay 


COUNT ON § 4, 


HOOVER \z: 


\ 


DEPENDABLE, 
giows DIRECT and 
FAST 


'@ 





+) ro’ 
mMOoTOR EXPRESS ioe 2s 2 oe inc. 


GENERAL OFFICES 


P.O. Box 450 - Nashville, Tenn. 





THE WHOLE 


MONON vreau 


...takes an interest in your shipment 
—and that’s a fact. We've got a knack 
for taking care of important shipments 
—and every shipment on the Monon 
is important, plenty important, to us. 


A crate or a carload, you can depend 








on top service from the Monon—every 


time! _ 


MONON RAILROAD 


THE HOOSIER LINE 





voyage without accident, stress of 
weather. or the like, furnishing an ade- 
quate explanation as a likely cause. 


In action under charter party by 
shipper against shipowner for cargo loss 
sustained when part of cargo was jet- 
tisoned when vessel grounded, evidence 
sustained finding that vessel was un- 
seaworthy. 46 US.C.A. Sec. 85 et seq. 


In action under charter party by ship- 
per against shipowner for cargo loss 
sustained when part of cargo was jet- 
tisoned when vessel grounded, test 
whether unseaworthiness of vessel was 
caused by shipowner’s failure to exer- 
cise due diligence was not whether ship- 
owner was diligent in obtaining certifi- 
cates of seaworthiness from classification 
societies. 

In action under charter party by 
shipper against shipowner for cargo loss 
sustained when part of cargo was jet- 
soned when vessel grounded, evidence 
sustained finding that unseaworthiness 
was caused by shipowner’s failure to ex- 
ercise due diligence. 

Where standard of due diligence is 
applicable in determining unseaworthi- 
ness of vessel within meaning of charter, 
it comprehends inspection and investiga- 
tion, where prudent, to determine exist- 
ence of deficiencies before they become 
critical, and failure to discover defects, 


_ which examination would necessarily 


TRANSPORTATION 
STATISTICS 


September Truck Tonnage 
6.6 Per Cent Below 1955 


The volume of intercity general 
freight transported by truck in Septem- 
ber, 1956, was down 6.6 per cent from 
the volume hauled in September, 1955, 
and 6.5 per cent from that hauled in 
August, 1956, the research department 
of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., has announced. 

“Tonnages hauled during the first 
nine months of 1956, however, were up 
43 per cent over the same period of 
1955,” the research department said. 

“The data are based on the research 
department’s regular survey of Class I 
intercity common carriers of general 
freight. Unadjusted monthly figures 
cover the operations of over one-third 
of all carriers in this group. The 376 
operators included in the survey trans- 
ported 4,781,765 tons of intercity gen- 
eral freight during September, 1956, as 
compared with 5,120,551 tons in Septem- 
ber, 1955, and 5,111,694 tons during Au- 
gust, 1956. 

“Six of the nation’s nine geographical 
regions showed decreases for September, 
1956, from the same month of 1955. The 
greatest losses were found in the New 
England Region, down 17.7 per cent, the 
Middle Atlantic, down 11 per cent, and 
in the Central Region, down 7.3 per 
cent. 

“The three regions experiencing gains 
for September, 1956, over 1955 were the 
Southwestern, where tonnages were up 
2.9 per cent, the Rocky Mountain, up 
8.1 per cent and the Pacific, up 0.2 per 
cent. 


TRAFFIC Wo 


have disclosed, is the very absence 
due diligence. 

Failure on part of any of shipowne 
servants, including ship’s master, to tp 
prudent steps satisfying nondelega} 
standard of due diligence to see that ye 
sel is seaworthy within meaning of chg 
ter, is chargeable to shipowner, since 
shipowner does not exercise due dilige 
by merely furnishing proper struc 
and equipment, and there must be q 
diligence on part of shipowner’s servar 
in use of equipment, before commeng 
ment of the voyage, and until it is 
tually commenced. 

Shipowner must show that those.er 
ployed by shipowner to act to make ye 
sel seaworthy as required by charter g 
tually used due diligence. 

The exercise of due diligence to j 
sure seaworthiness of vessel as requirj 
by charter evisages some activity. 

In action under charter party by shi 
per against shipowner for cargo lq 
sustained when part of cargo was j¢ 
tisoned when vessel grounded, where 
shipper adequately carried burden 
establishing that loss and damage 
cargo were caused at least in part } 
conditions for which, under the cha 
party, the shipowner became liable, bu 
den fell on shipowner to separate tho 
portions of the damages attributable 
an excepted cause. (Ionion Stea 
Co. of Athens v. United Distillers, 2) 
F.2d 78). 


the 376 carriers transported 43,4332 
tons of intercity general freight cor 
pared with 41,627,903 tons during 
comparable period of 1955.” 

September tonnage figures by regio 
were reported as follows: 

New Englend (30 carriers), 216%) 
tons in 1956, 262,704 tons in 1955, dq@ 
17.7 per cent. 

Middle Atlantic (71 carriers), 830 
tons in 1956, 933,374 tons in 1955, d@ 
11 per cent. : 

Central (120 carriers), 1,618,973 ® 
in 1956, 1,746,367 tons in 1955, down 
per cent. 

Southern (52 carriers), 734,758 tong 
1956, 750,537 tons in 1955, down 2.1 
cent. 

Northwestern (23 carriers), 359,572 
in 1956, 392,162 tons in 1955, down® 
per cent. 

Midwestern (28 carriers), 318,617 tx 
in 1956, 350,780 tons in 1955, down 9.2 pé 
cent. 

Southwestern (18 carriers), 420,592 ton 
in 1956, 408,779 tons in 1955, up 2.9 pe 
cent. 

Rocky Mountain (12 carriers), 8035 
tons in 1956, 74,542 tons in 1955, up 8 
per cent. 

Pacific (22 carriers), 201,745 tons i 
1956, 201,306 tons in 1955, up 0.2 per cal 


Freight Car Supply Report 


U.S. railroads reported an avengi 
daily surplus of 2,847 freight cars m2 
an average daily shortage of 11,726 fregl 
cars for the week ended November 3# 
against a surplus of 3,379 cars ani 
shortage of 13,916 cars, on an avett 
daily basis, for the week ended Octo 
27, according to the car service divist 
of the Association of American Re 
roads. 

The total average daily surplus for ® 
latest period was made up of 34 pB 
box cars, seven auto box, four gondé 
60 covered hoppers, 131 stock, 20 # 











“During the first nine months of 1956, 2,514 refrigerator, and 77 miscellan@® Tre 
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sence as. The shortage for that period con- 
iced of 3,718 plain box cars, seven auto 
bor, 3,259 gondola, 4,622 hopper (includes 
covered), 53 stock, 35 flat, five refrig- 
mtor, and 27 miscellaneous cars. 
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Ditober Rail Employment 


Imployes of Class I steam railways, 
xilusive of switching and terminal com- 
naaies, totaled 1,041,456 at the middle 
nf October, 1956, which was the same 
the employment for September, 1956, 
10Se semmmpu a decrease of 4.18 per cent under Oc- 
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tober, 1955, according to a rail employ- 
ment compilation prepared by the 
Commission’s Bureau of Transport Eco- 
nomics and Statistics. The October, 1956, 
employment was reported as follows: 

Executives, officials, and staff assist- 
ants, 16,287; professional, clerical, and 
general, 195,535; maintenance of way and 
structures, 189,778; maintenance of equip- 
ment and stores, 258,995; transportation 
(other than train, engine and yard), 
122,893; transportation (yardmasters, 
switch tenders, and hostlers), 14,574, and 
transportation (train and engine service), 
243,394. 


TRANSPORTATION 
EDUCATION 


Graduates of Navy Freight Loss and Damage Seminar 
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The ninth Institute on “Industrial 
Tansportation and Traffic Management” 
oi the American University has been 
Sheduled for January 8-25, Hurst R. 
Anderson, president of the university, 
has announced. He said the Institute 
would be conducted by John E. McGrath, 
Professor of business administration, 
Yho would present an intensive curricu- 
lum in the field of transportation and 
taffic management for present and fu- 
lure junior executives of carriers and 
industrial and commercial firms. 


Major topics to be presented in the 
Institute included “The Transportation 
Agency, “Traffic Management,” “Carrier 
afic Problems,” “Freight Terminal 
Operations,” and “Government Agency 
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Ee Xkipients of ‘certificates of training’ from the Navy Department, after completion of a freight traffic 

las and damage prevention course at the U.S. Naval Station in New Orleans (T.W., Nov. 10, p. 35) 

ar shown in this picture, taken by a Navy photographer. J. C. Howard, of the Navy Department's 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Washington, D.C., was director of the seminar. 


Traffic Management,” Mr. Anderson said. 


















He added that evening speakers would 
be Brigadier General E. C. R. Lasher, 
executive director of the Military Traf- 
fic Management Agency, Commissioner 
Minor and E. G. Plowman, vice-presi- 
dent, traffic, of United States Steel. 


Guest lecturers for the day programs 
were listed as the following: 


William H. Ott, Jr., of Kraft Foods 
Co.; Giles Morrow, president of the 
Freight Forwarders Institute; Myles E. 
Robinson, of National Coal Association; 
Richard C. Colton, of Lykes Brothers; 
Guy Springer, of Capital Airlines; Rob- 
ert N. Woodall of the Southern Rail- 
way; Dr. Ford K. Edwards, transporta- 
tion economics consultant; Marshall I. 
Novick, of the Novick Transfer Co., J. M. 
Glod, of American Airlines; Frank A. 
Heileman, retired major general of 
United States Army, and Dr. Beatrice 
Aitchison, of the Post Office Department. 

“The students will attend hearings of 






























How Mueh 





is a watchdog 
worth ? 


Our watchdog eats up about sixty dollars 
worth of food every year and he’s so 
busy playing with the children that he 
doesn’t do much watching .... 


BUT here's a watchdog who's really worth 
his weight in gold, noibn — the Traffic 
Service Corporation’s Service Department. 


This Washington eye-and-ear department 
keeps its subscribers posted on proposed 
rate changes in specific commodities the 
minute they are submitted to the ICC; its 
sleuths untangle for you the maze of gov- 
ernment regulations 

transportation problem. 


surrounding your 


SAVINGS ...7? It’s money in the bank! 
Often a timely knowledge of what is 
about to happen in your field will enable 
you to step in and reap the profits. 


IT’S TAILOR-MADE — the Service Depart- 
ment can develop a program especially 
adapted to the requirements of your 
operation — at a price determined reason- 
ably by the type and amount of service 
you may require. 





WRITE TODAY, without obligation and 
in complete confidence. 


 Geeereaemanctaacese a hiteiaitaliiis ais 


Mr. Harry L. Gay, Manager 
Service Department 

Traffic Service Corporation 
815 Washington Building 
Washington 5, D.C. 


Please tell me how your Service Depart- 
ment can develop a program for my 
firm. | understand that there is no ob- 
ligation on my part and that no sales- 
men will call. 
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HELICOPTER TRANSFER 


SPEEDS YOUR SHIPMENT ABROAD THE DAY IT ARRIVES IN NEW YORK, 
Same Helicopter service available for transit passengers. 
Service as late as 3:00 P.M. from La Guardia; 2:45 P.M. from Newark 
AT NO EXTRA CosT! 

NEW REDUCED SPECIFIC COMMODITY RATES ON MOST ITEMS. 


- 


See your Cargo Agent or call Air France 
PHONE: NEW YORK, PLAZA 9-7000 


PHONE: BOSTON, 


PHONE: CHICAGO, 


CONSOLIDATED 


FORWARDING CO., INC. 


an important artery 
in the heart of U.S.A. 


12 MIDWEST and SOUTHWEST 
TERMINALS 


CHICAGO TULSA 

ST. LOUIS OKLA. CITY 
CINCINNATI MUSKOGEE 
INDIANAPOLIS MILWAUKEE 
DALLAS RACINE 

KANSAS CITY KENOSHA 

General Offices: 1300 N. 10th St. + ST. LOUIS 
REPENS AEE AS ASCE RRS: 








COPLEY 7-5350 
LUDLOW 5-1044 











IF YOU WANT 
“KID-GLOVE” TREATMENT 


FOR YOUR CARGO, 
Call Mr. Paetow 


Regular Service New York to Europe. 


Exclusive — Chicago to Germany via 
Montreal and Shannon 


Direct to Istanbul, Beirut, Baghdad 
and Teheran via Germany. 
For information on rates and schedules 


or for confirmed space CONTACT YOUR 
AGENT or CALL MR. PAETOW at 


LUFTHANSA 


Air Cargo Division, 132 Front Street, 
555 Fifth Avenue, New York 17, MU 2-9100 
OFFICES IN ALL PRINCIPAL CITIES 





TRAFFIC Wop 


the Commission and Civil Aeronautj 
Board and will be conducted throug 
Potomac Yard, the important and moj 
ern classification yard at Alexandrj 
Va.,” Mr. Anderson said. 


“Most students attending the Instit 
will be junior executives or traffic of 
cials from transportation or traffic q 
partments of industry, carriers 4 
government who have been selected 
their supervisors for this training 
preparation for advancement. The 
stitute is open to those whose intere 
or profession deals with various phas 
of transportation. There are no educ 
tional prerequisites or age limit. 
American University issues certificat 
to those students successfully completi 
the program. 


“Application for admission and reque 
for information should be directed 
Doctor John E. McGrath, the Americ 
University, 1901 F Street, N.W. Washi 
ton 6, D.C.” 


TRANSPORT SERVICES 
AND PRODUCTS 


Pact by Two Airlines Gives 
Nine Southwestern Cities 


International Cargo Service 


Air Express International and Con 
tinental Air Lines have announced 
that an agreement they have signe 
will give nine southwestern citi¢ 
new and improved international ai 
freight service. 


The agreement was announced jointl™.., 
on November 12 by Continental’s presift.,. 
dent, Robert F. Six, and Charles L. Gal, 
president of A.E.I. 


Cities covered by the A.E.I.-CA. 
pact, according to the announcement 4 
Albuquerque, N.M.; Dallas, El Paso, Fo 
Worth, Houston, and San Antonio, Tex. 
Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla., a 
Wichita, Kan —all described as 
points on Continental’s route system. Th 
announcement continued in part, as f 
lows: 

“This broadens A-E.I.’s_ network 0 
American cities, with traffic flowing fra 
each to points served by the intem 
tional air cargo carrier in Europe, @ 
Near East, the Far East, Latin Ame 
ica and Africa. For Continental, 
agreement is another move in its cf 
tinued efforts to provide additional sé 
ice. One-airwaybill service from any 
the southwestern cities to overseas d& 
tinations will be available to shippés 
beginning November 18... . 


“Under the cooperative arrangemi*l 
Continental picks up export cargo mé 
books it directly to its destination 
AEI. While C.A.L. is flying the st 
ment on its first leg, Air Express Int 
national is obtaining necessary dot 
ments from a consulate of the coun 
of destination and booking space on & 
first overseas flight. The air cargo & 
rier clears the shipment through © 
customs and handles clearance at # 
port of destination .. .” 


The agreement with Continental’ 
similar to pacts signed earlier by Al 
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ronautifih United Air Lines, Capital Airlines 
throug, Mohawk Airlines, according to the 


hd mo mouncement. 
exandri 
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Univac’ Installed at G.N. 
Mfices in St. Paul, Minn. 


lers a 

lected 1 ynivac—the “giant brain” of election 
ne ight fame—made its debut in St. Paul, 
The Minn., November 8, with the delivery 


» intere 
IS phas 
Oo edu 


pf one of the million-and-a-half-dollar 
Haia processing systems to the Great 
; othern Railway, the Great Northern 
mut. mounced. 
rtificat® «early 19 tons of delicate electronic 
mpleti#mipment were gingerly hoisted 75 feet 
oa specially-constructed outside door- 
wy on the fifth-floor level of Great 
ethern’s general office building in St. 
Pall,” said the G.N. “Inside the build- 
, the component parts of the big 
onputor were moved into a 3,000- 
sgiare-foot data processing center, re- 
madeled to house the equipment. As- 
senbly and testing of the system will 
vel under way immediately, although it 
not expected that it will be placed 
regular service until after the turn 
pfthe year. 
‘Univac, built in Philadelphia, is 
esed by Great Northern from Reming- 
o: Rand. It is the first Univac instal- 
Givesfpaton in the northwest and the second 
pn the nation’s railroads.” 
ties J. A. Tauer, Great Northern vice-presi- 
tat and comptroller, said that initial 
2rVvice se of the data processing system would 
bein various accounting functions. Ex- 
nd ConfMtersive studies and planning on the 
nounce@utiization of Univac were undertaken by 
e signe _ a year and a half ago, he 
n citi@] scnown officially as a universal auto- 
ional alfimstic computer, Univac adds, multiplies, 
divides, compares and reports results 
wih lightning-like speed,” said the G.N. 
‘cited as basic speeds for typical oper- 
ation per second are these: 1,905 addi- 
ims or subtractions, 465 multiplications, 
25| divisions, or 2,740 comparisons. 
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New ‘Burden Carrier’ 
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This truck, described by its manufacturer, Mer- 
cry Manufacturing Co., as a ‘new standard 
sitaight-frame burden carrier,’ is said to be 
specially suitable for use in steel mills, metal 
fabricating plants, paper mills, railroad shops, 
and other industries in which heavy loads must 
be transported. Its capacity is 6,000 pounds, 
and its platform is 46 inches wide, 89 inches 
long and 33% inches high. The truck is battery- 
operated, has magnetic contractor-type control, 
four speeds forward and four reverse, and four- 


nental Shel steer with an automotive type horizontal 
by All wheel. 
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we von't use KID GLOVES! 


Cooke warehouses assist you in pro- lems receives its own carefully 
viding safe, sure swift movement of worked out and custom-fitted solu- 
your merchandise. Today, mer- tion. What do you need? Inven- 
chandise storage is an exact sci- tory control? Small deliveries? Rush 
ence, which we have mastered shipments? No, we don’t wear kid 
through 25 years of service to gloves in this business. But for the 
America’s leading companies here reliability and care that comes 
at Cooke. Each of your warehous- closest to it, “connect with Cooke” 
ing and physical distribution prob- today. 


New illustrated informational brochure upon request. 


Erie Railroad: 12th & Provost Sts. | Penn. Railroad: 140 Bay St. | Penn. R.R.: Whitehead Rd. 
iin Jersey City 2, N. J. WH 3-5090 | Jersey City 2, N. J. JO 2-5080 | Trenton 9, N. J. JU 7-4646 


J.LEO COOKE WAREHOUSES 


JERSEY CITY 2, WN. 3. © TRENTON 9, BW. 5. 


Eastern Rep. for: North Pier Terminal Co., Chicago, Illinois 
Encinal Terminals, Alameda, California 





USE THE SOUTH’S MOST ADVANCED 
BARGE LINES TO AND FROM GULF 
AND INLAND PORTS 
Serving ports and intermediate points 
on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterways, 
Warrior and Tombigbee Rivers, and 
their connecting waterways in Texas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Flor- 
ida. Also principal ports and intermedi- 
ate points on the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Illinois, Missouri, Tennessee and Cum- 
berland Rivers and their tributaries. 
CUT FREIGHT COST 


SHIPBY 
ee BARGE! 


_ COYLE LINES CEN. ©. BOX 6056, Station A 





New Orleans 14, La. 
___INCORPORATED BRANCH OFFICE: 
it eas ti 1814 West Capitol Ave. 
Member American Waterways eneianins Inc. Houston 10, Texas 














for fast, reliable service 
ship via 


R. F. & P. RR 


RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 
THE NORTH-SOUTH GATEWAY 


RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG 


and POTOMAC RAILROAD 


H. R. Powell, Traffic Manager + Richmond, Virginia 
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FOR SHIPPERS 
Who Rely On Speed 
And Good Service 


Southern-Plaza’s consist- 
ent Safety Record assures 
shippers their shipments 
will arrive Safely...In 
Good Order...and On 
Time! 


Get this bonus in 
SAFETY every time 
by scheduling 
your shipments 
Southern-Plaza. 


sax, SAN ANTONIO HOUSTON 
(Gee vy 
& 


Fastest 
On Land 
Service 


SOUTHERN-PLAZA EXPRESS, INC. 


P.0O.BOX 837 DALLAS, TEXAS 


All Delta 
Flights Carry 
airFREIGHT 


Serving 60 Cities in 
7 Countries 


Leading companies in nearly every 
field have learned how to improve 
distribution, build sales and cut 
costs with Delta airFREIGHT. Find 
out what flying freight can do for 
you, how to “air” your shipping 
problems. For answers to specific 


questions—or complete shipping 
analysis, free—call your local rep- 
resentative of Delta airFREIGHT. 
Or write to- 


formerly Operoting os Delto-Cas 


airFREIGHT Dept., Atlanta Airport, 
Atlanta, Georgia 








“The central computor, standing 8 ft. 
7 in. high, 14 ft. 3 in. wide and 7 ft. 10 
in. deep, is cooled by three 20-ton re- 
frigerator units. 

“Responsible for the operation of Great 
Northern’s Univac is P. G. Pagel, auditor 
of data processing. Programming of 
work for the electronic giant has been 
assigned to Thomas J. Lamphier, sys- 
tems and programs director.” 


New T.W.A. Office Building 
At Kansas City Dedicated 


Trans World Airlines filed “a long- 
range flight plan” by sealing micro-filmed 
contest entries inside a jet rocket for 
delivery in 1985, in the course of a cere- 
mony at Kansas City, Mo., October 31, 
which highlighted the dedication of a 
new $2,000,000 TWA office building, 
topped by a 35-ft. ornamental rocket, 
the airline reported. 

“When opened (in 1985), the Cosmic 
Contest entry most closely predicting the 
status of airline travel at that time will 
be worth $50,000 to the winner—or his 
heirs,” T.W.A. said. “Also enclosed were 
letters from Acting President John Col- 
lings, of T.W.A., and Public Relations 
Vice-President Gordon Gilmore, ad- 
dressed to their counterparts in 1985...” 


New Location of BB & I 


B B & I Motor Freight, Inc., has an- 
nounced that it has new and larger 
quarters at 1508 West Thirty-third 
Street, Chicago. The new terminal, which 
was opened November 5, is two and 





TRAFFIC Womier 
one-half times larger than the compan 
previous location, according to J. 
Birchler, president of B B & I. 
“With these larger facilities availah 
Mr. Birchler said, “we are going into 
four-wheel cart operation of handlj 
L.T.L. shipments over our cross-do 
operation. Recently we made ano 
addition to our sales force in Chica 
and we feel that with these maj 
changes and our method of operatig 
we will be able to serve the Chica 
shippers more effectively.” 


New ‘Integrated’ Terminal } 
Of Grace Line Dedicated 


Calling attention to the official dedic 
tion, on November 14, of the ney 
“integrated” Grace Line terminal, own 
by the city of New York, at Piers 57 a 
58, North River, Manhattan, Marine aie 
Aviation Commissioner Vincent A, 
O’Connor, of New York City, and Ley 
A. Lapham, president of the Grace 
said that the $1 million “integratio 
project was designed to speed the fi 
of cargo, ships and trucks in and out 
the terminal. 

This, they said, was accomplished 
construction of a two-story addition 
the south wing of Pier 58 and the linkis 
of it directly with Pier 57 on both 
street and second-deck levels. 

“Cargo, trucks, forklift trucks and pe 
sonnel may thus move freely from 0; 
pier to the other without going out in 
the street,” said Mr. O’Connor. “...1 
step up the efficiency and speed of har 
dling cargo and to cut down on vehiculs 
traffic congestion along Twelfth Avenv 














Hl 


Among exhibits shown at on ‘open house’ marking completion of the new air terminal at Wr 
Cook Airport, Indianapolis, October 20 and 21, was ajoint demonstration prepared by Ameri#§ 
Airlines, Emery Air Freight Corporation, and Inland Container Corporation. American Airlines # 
played one of its new air freight planes (used frequently for transportation of traffic of Emery ¥ 


Freight Corporation, an air freight forwarder). 


To illustrate the size of a single unit that cot 


be loaded into the ‘air freighter,’ a specially constructed box, said to be the largest ever made) 
Inland Container Corporation, was placed adjacent to the plane, as shown in the photogr@ 
The dimensions of the box are 12 ft. 8 in., 5 ft. and 7 ft. 
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The Only COAST-T0-COAST CARRIER 


1. Handling 
2. Tracing 
3. Insurance 


4. Safety 
Fi , 5. Delivery Information 
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San FRANCISCO 


ME OCD IRECT LINE 
ome INTERLINE 
+ 
. 
@ SALES OFFICE AND TRATLER POOL 


r. ee 





SALES OFFICE 





TRAILER POOL 


Piggyback and 
overhead cars 
| speed shipments! 


CRATING FIREBRICK 
FOR EXPORT? 


OR DRUMMING, 
SACKING, 
PACKING ... 


Let 
Alabama 
State Docks 
Be Your 
Export 
Packing 
Department! 


Your Inquiries Are - Invited 


ALABAMA STATE DOCKS DEPT. 
P. O. Drawer 721, Mobile, Alabama 
327 So. La Salle St., Chicago 4, Illinois 
25 Broadway, New York 4, New York 





Hew TURBODIESELS 


TO SPEED YOUR SHIPMENTS 
BETWEEN THE 


NORTH 
AND THE 


GENERAL 
OFFICES 


She 
MASON 





in the vicinity of West Fifteenth, Six- 
teenth and Seventeenth Streets, the en- 
tire face of Pier 58 was opened up to 
provide 13 new off-street loading bays 
capable of stimultaneously accommodat- 
ing 25 trucks. In addition, three cargo 
doors at Pier 58’s main entrance were 
enlarged. 

“The new truck bays, added to those 
already. on adjacent Pier 57, bring the 
terminal’s off-street truck loading capac- 
ity up to a total of 50 vehicles which may 
be loaded or unloaded at one time. Be- 
tween 1,300 and 1,700 trucks per week 
deliver and pickup cargo at the Grace 
Line terminal, making it one of the 
biggest cargo-handling centers in the 
port of New York and the world. The 
terminal has handled 536 trucks in a 
single day. Four freight and passenger- 
carrying ships on the Grace Line’s serv- 
ices to the Caribbean and South America 
dock weekly at the terminal .. .” 


New Air Freight, Express 
Service Begun by AAXICO 


Howard J. Korth, president of AAXICO 
Airlines (American Air Export & Import 
Co.), has announced the inauguration, 
on November 15, of AAXICO scheduled 
air service for freight, express and air 
mail on a route serving New York City, 
Atlanta, Ga., and New Orleans, La. He 
said that C-46 aircraft would be used 
and that nightly departures from New 
York and New Orleans would provide 
next-morning delivery for all stations. 

Mr. Korth stated that AAXICO has 
entered into interline agreements with 
domestic and foreign airlines and that 
under these agreements interline service 
would be offered to many cities in the 
United States. Additionally, he said, 
service would be offered, under those 
agreements, to Canada and Europe out 
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of the New York gateway and to Cent 
and South America out of the n 
Orleans gateway. 


Northern Pacific Extends 
Its ‘Piggyback’ Service 


The Northern Pacific Railway has a 
nounced extension of its “piggybad 
operations from Dickinson, N.D., to B 
lings, Mont., a distance of 330 miles, 

“The newly expanded trailer-on-fig 
car service,” the N.P. said, “links 
Montana cities of Billings, Miles Cif 
Sidney and Glendive with Fargo-Moon 
head, Duluth-Superior, the Twin Cit; 
and other North Dakota and Minnesgoj 
points. 

“Door-to-door pickup and delivery | 
freight is included in the service. Mo 
trailers receive merchandise direct fra 
the shipper’s loading dock and mo 
on specially equipped flat cars in freigi 
trains. On arrival, the trailers move 
consignees for immediate delivery. 

“On March 1 of this year, the No 
ern Pacific expanded its eastern ‘piggi 
back’ operations from Fargo to Dickij 
son.” 


C. & E.1. Installs Radio 


The first two phases of a three-pha 
radio installation on the Chicago | 
Eastern Illinois Railroad have been con 
pleted, C. M. Roddewig, president, 
announced. 

The raifroad’s entire radio network f¢ 
train-to-train, train-to-station and sts 
tion-to-station communication was ey 
pected to be completed by the end a 
1957. The total cost of the installatio 
begun in March, 1955, will exceed $250; 
000, Mr. Roddewig said. 

The C. & E. I. radio installation 





New C. & N. W. Freight Car Shop Under Construction 


=< a ET 
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Under full production, 8,000 freight cars a year will roll out of this new freight car shop, now un@# 
construction for the Chicago & North Western Railway System at Clinton, la., the C. & N. W. so 
It states that the shop is scheduled for completion early in 1957 and will be ‘one of the most mod# 
in the country,’ with productive capacity for heavy repair of 7,000 freight cars and construction # 
1,000 new cars annually. Buildings in addition to the main structure will include a wheel she 
airbrake and accessory shop, paint shop, office building and welfare building. 


, Jaining the North ands Fast 
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om , y Have You Compared 





Se ee ee 
ion Pa “*» 
1%, 
~\ Services? 
: S We urge you to compare Central’s Spe- prompt dispatch .. . freight cleared from 
SS cialized Small Shipment Service with terminals daily. 
SJ any other service. More than 99% of Central’s claim record is tops in its class 
“all Central’s shipments are LTL. of Southern carriers . . . 99.5% perfect. 
r Centrai’s direct service means Controlled And Central’s affirmative rate policy 
Scheduling . . . immediate handling... welcomes small shipments. 


ASK THE MAN FROM CENTRAL 


He will be happy to help you 
Compare Services... Check Rates... Specify Routing 





Cinwitiviconwe ee EM TR AAS. 
, 


™“ General Offices: Charlotte 1, N.C. 





PEORIA 






For Fast Peoria Gateway 
Terminal Handling 
Specify Via 

PEORIA, ILLINOIS 

AND P. & P. U. RY. 


A STRAIGHT LINE IS | 


STILL THE SHORTEST 

DISTANCE BETWEEN 

TWO POINTS! 
Peoria & Pekin Union Railway Co. 


L. R. BARNEWOLT, General Agent 
Union Station, Peoria 2, Illinois 








PECANS for 
CHRISTMAS 


JUMBO PECANS from the Red 
River Valley of Texas—direct from 
blue-ribbon grower. Order now 
for Christmas delivery to custom- 
ers, friends, relatives — yourself! 
Postpaid: 5 lb. gift sack $3.50; 
2¥2 |b. shelled halves $4.50. Satis- 
faction guaranteed. 
Generous sample 25¢ postpaid, 


or write for Bulletin giving 
Quantity Prices. 


PECAN JOE 


P. O. Box 1285C 
TEXARKANA, TEXAS 


LTL ana Viking 
go together 


Fast and expert handling of small 
shipments is a Viking specialty. 


IKING FREIGHT COMPANY 


and Southern Division 


COOK TRUCK LINES, INC. 











date had enabled the road to streamline 
many operations, Mr. Roddewig said, 
adding that it had “contributed greatly 
to more efficient operation over the en- 
tire system.” 

He told of a recent instance when 
the C. & E. I. broke up a 70-car freight 
train in its Mitchell Yards outside St. 
Louis, Missouri, by using only radio 
communication. The fog was so intense, 
he said that hand signals could not 
have been seen, and switching opera- 
tions to transfer cars into St. Louis 
otherwise would have been discontinued, 
if the radio system had not been in 
operation. 


New Merchandise Directory 
Prepared by Frisco Railway 


The St. Louis-San Francisco Railway 
has prepared and released a “complete 
and comprehensive new merchandise di- 
rectory,” J. W. Tipton, general manager 
sales-service, has announced. 

This new directory, he says, covers 
through package car and coordinated 
rail-truck service to and from points on 
and beyond the Frisco. It is composed 
of five sections covering the following 
subjects: Through package cars origi- 
nating at stations on connecting lines 
destined to stations on or via Frisco; 
through package cars Originating at sta- 
tions on the Frisco destined to stations 
on or via connecting lines; service to and 
from principal Frisco stations; coordi- 
nated highway truck schedules; and 
sales representatives. 

The directory will be supplied to all in- 
dustrial sales and traffic representatives 
and other interested parties. 


Dravo Barge Construction 


The Dravo Corporation has announced 
that the last of 15 standard-size hopper 
barges for the Ohio River Co., have 
been launched at its Neville Island 
shipyards. Designed to carry 950 tons of 
cargo with a draft of eight feet, six 
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Foret 


inches, the barges are 175 feet long 

26 feet wide by 10 feet, six inches qe 
In addition, Dravo said, it had ung 
construction 10 175-foot semi-integraj 
covered barges for the same compar 
which would be delivered within ¢ 
next three months. 


New Trailer for Coal Hauler 


Vanover Brothers, Inc., of Owensho 
Ky., a motor contract carrier operati 
a fleet of 41 vehicles in the coal hauls 
business, from the mines 13 miles 


Cc 


Stip ) 
sevice 
the W 


river barges at Owensboro, has recent 
acquired a new Fruehauf tandem d 
trailer “built specially for this job,” sa 
the Fruehauf Trailer Co. 

The new trailer, shown in the phot 
graph, is used for the heavier operatioy 
of the Vanover, Brothers fleet whi¢ 
covers approximately 1,500,000 miles 
year on this 13-mile haul, according 
Fruehauf. 


~ 


asthe 


C.F.C. Terminal in Chicago 


A new $600 Chicago terminal, with 
dock capable of handling 2,000,00@qpurs 
pounds of freight daily, is now unde 
construction by Consolidated Forward 
ing Co., Irven B. Scheibe, president 0 


ll o 


uo 


= 3 








ia T 
90-Foot Vacuum Chamber Transported by Rail 7 


What was described as ‘the largest vacuum chamber ever to have been built east of the Mississif | 
was recently completed by the Pusey & Jones Corporation, of Wilmington, Del., and loaded? 
three Pennsylvania Railroad cars, two of which were ‘idlers,’ for transportation to the Heavy ® 
Acceleration Building of Yale University at New Haven, Conn. The chamber, one of three to® 
installed in that building, is 90 feet long, 9 feet in diameter, and weighs 58 tons. It is she 

in the photograph as loaded for shipment on the Pusey & Jones siding in Wilmington. 
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CF loves LTL 


Stip your LTL freight with a carrier whose 
sevice is designed for the LTL shipper. In 
the West, that’s Consolidated Freightways. 


CONSOLIDATED FREIGNTWAYS 


ae 


WESTERN REGION SALES OFFICE 
Portland 8, Oregon 
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the quarterly news magazine pub- 
sted by the Port of Long Beach. 
° 
d blll of news and pictures, it's 
, with 
2,000.0q@mpurs for the asking -- just write 
w unde 
ean ut name and address on this page, 
ident 0 


ar it out 


THE PORT OF LONG BEACH 
1333 El Embarcadero 
Long Beach 2, California 


and mail it -- TODAY! 
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; UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 












the company, has announced. The com- 
pany operates a fleet of more than 650 
tractor-trailer units and serves points 
in Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas. 

“The new terminal will occupy four 
acres of completely fenced ground at 
5151 South Pulaski in Chicago,” Mr. 
Scheibe said. Constructed of buff brick 
the building will comprise 29,000 square 
feet, including offices, warehouse space, 
and extensive shop and maintenance 
facilities.” 





Lehigh Valley to Rebuild 
About 2,400 Freight Cars 


After having conferred with C. A. 
Major, president, and J. J. Swift, vice- 
president of the Lehigh Valley Railroad, 
W. E. Lehr, superintendent of motive 
power of that road, announced on No- 
vember 1 that the company would spend 
more than $6 million a year for two 
years for repairing and _ rebuilding 
freight cars. 

Mr. Lehr said the program would in- 
clude the rebuilding, in the company’s 
own shops at Sayre and Packerton, Pa., 
of approximately 1,400 coal cars, 500 steel 
box cars and 500 gondolas. The coal 
cars and the gondolas would be rebuilt 
at Packerton and the box cars at Sayre, 
he said. He added that sufficient men 
would be added to the working forces 








Small Cars in Big Plane 





In top photo, an operations office of K.L.M. 
Royal Dutch Airlines checks documents on 
windshield of German-made BMW Isetta motor 
car as freight handler prepares to unload 
the vehicle from secure spot atop general 
cargo. Cable and rope, made fast to pipe 
rails on the air freighter’s wall, keep con- 
tents of plane from shifting in flight. In 
bottom photo, Stewardess Louise Winkel, of 
K.L.M., waves from one of three BMW cars 
unloaded from K.L.M. cargo liner. Freight 
carried across Atlantic by this plane also in- 
cludes spare parts and, in the category of 
general cargo, such items as cameras, watches, 
machinery and textiles. 
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YOU'LL LIKE 
ERIE’S 
PIGGY-BACK 


. SPEED! 







combines Y 
the best of rail 
and highway for 
dependable service 


\ 








SIMPLIFY 
SHIPPING 
PROBLEMS 












uss TWA‘s 


ALL- CARGO 
SKY MERCHANT SERVICE 


© 2 coast-to-coast flights daily* 
@ One transatlantic flight weekly 


@ Get facts now. Phone TWA. 
*Except Sat.-Sun. 


"WA 


TRANS WORLD AIRLINES 
USA. EUROPE AFRICA ~ ASIA 
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economical 
efficient 


Wheaton 
Van Lined, Sue. 


General Offices, Indianapolis, Ind. 
affiliated with 
LYON VAN LINES, INC. 








FOR “KNOW-HOW” SERVICE 
ALONG THE EASTERN SEABOARD 


Qh 


M-LEAN 


oypps’ 


CALL YOUR NEARBY TERMINAL, OR 
WRITE BOX 213, WINSTON-SALEM, N.C. 


“We pull for industry” 


Gy Stee! scrap loading facilities at Port of Los 
Angeles have been increased by wharf, rail 
and storage-yard improvements costing 
$800,000. Harbor officials have also leased 
two gantry cranes from the U.S. Navy. 1956 
exports (largest among Western ports) 
topped 400,000 tons. 


*A $150,000,000 municipally-owned port, serving the 
third largest industrial empire in the United States. 
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at each shop to permit completion of the 
program in about two years, and that 
the first call for additional men would 
be made at Packerton, with work to be- 
gin November 12. 

Observing that the 1957 budget for 
maintenance of all the equipment owned 
by the Lehigh Valley, including diesel 
power, passenger equipment and floating 
equipment as well as freight cars, would 
exceed $14 million, Mr. Lehr commented 
that “this is the largest equipment ap- 
propriation ever authorized by the Le- 
high Valley Railroad.” 


Seaboard Gets First of 25 


New Locomotives Ordered 


The first of 25 new 1,750-horsepower 
diesel locomotives ordered several months 
ago by the Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
have begun arriving at the company’s 
yards in Richmond, Va. for distribution 
throughout the line’s system in Virginia, 
the Carolinas, Georgia, Florida and Ala- 
bama, the company has announced. 


“The diesels cost about $170,000 apiece, 
or a total of $4,250,000, and are all of one 
type, the 1750-horsepower road switcher 
freight locomotive,” the railroad said. 
“They were built by the General Motors 
Electro-Motive Division at LaGrange, 
Tlinois. 


“Any one of these locomotives normally 
can haul about 4,000 tons, or 80 average- 
size loaded box cars, on level track. Since 
the average length of a Seaboard box car 
is about 44 feet including the coupling, 
these 25 diesels would be able to haul 
a train 17 miles long. Their total of 43,- 
750 horsepower would be equal to the 
combined power of 218 automobiles with 
200 horsepower each.” 


Freight Forwarder Expands 


Lifschultz Fast Freight has announced 
completion of an expansion program at 
its Bloomfield, N.J., terminal, doubling 
the size of that facility and encompass- 
ing approximately 150,000 square feet of 
floor space. Lifschultz, a freight for- 
warder, maintains major terminals in 


TRAFFIC Womlovem! 
New York, Chicago, Boston, 


; Philad 
phia, Milwaukee and Baltimore. 


Valley Barge Line Orders 
11 Open Hopper Barges 


Eleven 195-foot integrated open hop 
barges have been ordered from Dr — 
Corporation, Pittsburgh, by Mississj 
Valley Barge Line Co., of St. Louis, 
the Dravo Corporation has reported 


“The all-welded steel vessels, each 
which has a capacity of over 1,400 t 
at 8-foot 6-inch depth, will be add 
to the Valley Line’s fleet of more 
500 barges,” said the Dravo Corporati 
“The new barges will be 195 feet Ip 
35 feet wide and 12 feet deep. Squ 
sterns provide additional cargo capac 
and permit their integration with simi 
barges to reduce towing resistance. 7 
barges will be used for coal, steel prod 
and bulk cargo. They will be opera 
in the Valley Line’s system, which 
cludes the Mississippi, Ohio and 
Rivers and their tributaries.” 


£% 


Inland Motor Freight Buys 
27 Tractors, 90 Trailers 


An order for 90 aluminum trailers fi 
Brown Trailers, Inc., and 27 tractors f 
International Harvester Co. was rec 
signed by G. H. Nieman, president of 
land Motor Freight, Spokane, Wash., 
trailer manufacturing company 
nounced. It said the total value of { 
order was approximately $1,000,000. h 


The trailer order includes 12 of t 
latest type refrigerated units, 12 flath 
trailers, and 66 double trailers, and the 
vehicles will be placed in operation 
both Inland Motor Freight and its 
sidiary, Pacific Highway Transport 
Seattle, according to the announceme! 

“With this new addition to th 
rolling equipment, the firms will ha 
more than 600 operating units on % 
highway,” the trailer company 
“They serve Washington, Idaho, 
Oregon, with some 43 terminals local 
in the three states.” 


— 


PERSONAL NEWS 


| SHIPPERS | 


E. J. Davis has been appointed director 
of traffic for the Caterpillar Tractor Co., 
of Peoria, Ill. He will be assisted by 
W. R. Blair, formerly traffic manager of 
the company’s Decatur plant, who as- 
sumed the title of manager of traffic 
services, and D. W. McFarland, who was 
named manager of rates and classifica- 
tion. D. K. Warrior was promoted to 
traffic manager at Decatur, succeeding 
Mr. Blair. 

= » ~~ 

Appointed general traffic manager for 
the Jefferson Lake Sulphur Co., of New 
Orleans, is A. D. Kirby, who will have 
headquarters at Houston, Tex. 


| CARRIERS 


Carroll L. Hersom, formerly sales ®& ] 
resentative at Loring Air Force Base! 
the Bangor & Aroostock Railroad @ 
has been appointed passenger sales rept ! 
sentative for the railroad, with he 
quarters at Presque Isle, Me. 
* a = 


The Reading Co. has appointed FA 
McBrearty as manager of industrial 
velopment, succeeding Beeber Gross, } 
moted. 

% * * 

Philip T. Drotning has been appoil 
vice-president of Northwest Orient # 
lines, in charge of public relations, el 
tive November 15, Donald W. Ny 
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president of the airline, has announced. 
Mr. Drotning, prior to his new appoint- 
ment, served as executive secretary to 
Walter J. Kohler, governor of Wisconsin, 
and before that had served in the same 
capacity in the administration of Gov- 
ernor Oscar Rennebohm of that state. 
He is a former newspaperman and has 
worked for various Wisconsin papers as 
well as for several magazines. 
« * = 


Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., 
of Omaha, Neb., has announced the 
promotion of James Crosby from assist- 
ant general traffic 
manager to general 
traffic manager. H. 
Roy Kersbergen has 
been appointed 
vice-president and 
director of sales. 
Other appointments 
announced by Wat- 
son were: Glover 
Ross, formerly ter- 
minal manager at 
Wichita, Kan., as 
manager of the 
government traffic 
division, and Wil- 
liam “Bill” Burch as manager of the 
perishables division. Appointment of Mr. 
Burch, who recently rejoined Watson 
after a two-year leave of absence, coin- 
cided with the company’s announcement 
of the opening of new perishables di- 
vision offices at St. Paul and Chicago, 
which Watson said, were designed to 
improve service to the north central 
and eastern states by making equipment 





James Crosby 


available for immediate loading to 
Arizona and California points. 
7 > * 


D. H. Ernsthausen has been appointed 
manager for the Universal Carloading & 
Distributing Co., Inc., at Columbus, O. 


* * * 


Arthur V. Norden, executive vice-presi- 
dent of Seaboard & Western Airlines, 
Inc., of New York, N.Y., has announced 
the appointment of Ogden C. Gorman as 
European sales manager for the com- 
pany. He will make his headquarters in 
Seaboard’s European headquarters in 
Luxembourg. Mr. Gorman was formerly 
with the United States Lines in Paris, 
as district freight manager for France, 
Spain and Portugal. 


* * * 


Harry W. Moore, Jr., has been ap- 
pointed to the newly-created position of 
coal sales manager, engineering and de- 
velopment, for the New York Central 
System, with headquarters in New York 
City. Mr. Moore will handle matters 
dealing primarily with engineering and 
technical phases of coal development and 
marketing for the railroad’s eastern dis- 
trict. Robert J. Mullins has been ap- 
pointed New England freight sales man- 
ager for the Central. Mr. Mullins, who 
will have headquarters at Boston, Mass., 
succeeds Richard M. Cornell, promoted. 


The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway Co. has appointed Paul L. Win- 
get as district freight agent at Santa 
Ana, Calif., succeeding J. G. Starkey, 
promoted. William A. Cooknell succeeds 
Mr. Winget in his former position as 
assistant division freight agent at Los 
Angeles, Calif. 


* * + 
Claudio R. Arce, president of the 


Ward-Garcia Corporation, general agents 
for the Ward Line and the Garcia 
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Looking for 
an easier way? 


Ship through Newport News 
(on Hampton Roads, Va.) 
and save money. 

For full information contact 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO 
RAILWAY 
World Commerce Department + 233 Broadway, New York 7 
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Shippers Agree... 
It’s Prl-E! 





PACIFIC INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS 


WHEN YOU SAY 





“ROLLER FREIGHT” 
YOU MEAN FAST FREIGHT, 
BETTER SERVICE 


The day is coming when all railroads will 
go “Roller Freight”—freight cars on 
Timken® bearings. The big switch is on 
now. And shippers all over America will 
benefit. Already 54 railroads and private 
car owners have over 20,000 ‘Roller 
Freight” cars in service or on order. And 
every day more are learning of the ad- 
vantages of “Roller Freight’. 

“Roller Freight” eliminates the hot box 
problem, No. 1 cause of freight train 
delays. And they cut terminal bearing in- 
spection time 90%. Your shipments stay 
on the go. 


TIMKE 
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OVERSEAS 4 


Let us help you with 
your overseas shipping matters. 
Write 
H. H. GIBSON 
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Line, has announced the appointment 
of Felix Siso, formerly treasurer of the 
company, to the office of special assist- 
ant to the general manager, a newly- 
created office brought about by a com- 
pany reorganization. Mr. Siso’s office 
will maintain liaison between the home 
and branch offices of Ward-Garcia. The 
following other appointments were also 
announced by Mr. Arce: Robert B. How- 
land as freight sales manager; Edmund 
J. Russell assistant freight sales man- 
ager, and Nicholas R. Gray and Thomas 
F. Griffin as assistant freight traffic 
managers. 3 

Carlo Linch, president of the Italian 
Line (“Italia”—Societa’ di Navigazione) 
has announced in Genoa that Giuseppe 
Ali’, formerly gen- 
eral manager for 
the line in the 
United States and 
Canada, was ap- 
pointed director 
general of the com- 
pany at a recent 
meeting of the 
board of directors. 
According to the 
announcement, Mr. 
Ali’ whose promo- 
tion makes him top 
executive of the 
company, has been 
with the Italian Line for 36 years. He 
came to the United States as general 
representative for the line in New York 
City and later assumed the general man- 


Giuseppe Ali’ 
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agership when the line set up its g 
operational organization in 1954. He 
ganized the company’s over-all sety 
North America by establishing eight 
gional offices. The announcement ; 
that it was through his efforts that 
Italian Line, by 1955, had moved 4 
second place among North Atlantic « 
riers in the number of passenp 
transported. 1 


OBITUARIES 


H. L. (Casey) Grubb, 58, former 
erator of Keystone Motor Express, 
terminals in West Virginia, Ohio 
Pennsylvania, died suddenly of a 
attack at his home in Huntington, w. 
on November 5. Mr. Grubb entered 
highway transportation field in 1920. 
was active in the West Virginia Mg 
Truck Association and served as presi¢ 
of that organization in 1954. He wasgq 
a member of the state organizatig 
board of directors. 

* * * 

The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh has 
nounced that John Franklin Lent, reti 
owner of the former Lent Traffic Co, 
Pittsburgh, died at Lansdowne, Pa, 
October 18. Mr. Lent was a cha 
member and an honorary member of 
traffic club. eT en 

J. H. Kasinger, general manager of 
Live Oak, Perry & Gulf Railroad ¢ 
Perry, Fla., and director of the Ameri 
Short Line Railroad Association, d 
November 8, the association has repo 
Services were held in Perry, Fla. 
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NEWS OF TRAFFIC CLUBS 


Walter Mullady, chairman of the board 

the Decatur Cartage Co. and presi- 
pnt of the Rogers Cartage Co., will 
» the speaker at the “Truck Night” 
eting of the Will County Transporta- 
on Club (Joliet, Ill.), on November 20, 
the lodge rooms of the Joliet Loyal 
re@r of Moose. The club’s annual 
hriey raffle will also be a feature at 
e meeting. 


former 


ton, W. : 
sntered 
n 1920, 
















inia es 
hee Tie Traffic Club of New Orleans will 
vita ot its fifth annual Christmas party in 
ce Grand Ball Room of the Roosevelt 
otil, on December 17. The club expects 
gh has emtertain about 125 children. 
oe * * 
_ cal New officers of the Traffic Club of 
re, Pa, Meenphis (Tenn.), elected on November 
‘a cham vere installed at the club’s annual 
nber of @gmer on November 13, at the King 
otion hotel, in Memphis. They are.: 
ager of 
ilroad @ 
> Ameri 
tion, da iy ww 
iS repo ar 
Fla. 
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own here are new officers of the Traffic Club 


104 Memphis. Left to right: D. A. ‘Don’ Hitchcock, 
9 dustrial vice-president; W. D. ‘Bill’ Gray, presi- 
9 nt, and C. W. ‘Chas.’ Watkins, transportation 
97 vice-president. 

77 

93 . D. “Bill” Gray, office manager, 
11 @outhern Hardwood Traffic Association, 
21 Memphis, president; D. A. “Don” 


90 Hitchcock, traffic manager, U.S. Rubber 

69 Mo, Memphis, industrial vice-president 

109 dC. W. “Chas” Watkins, general agent, 

nc. 75 Mexas & Pacific Railroad, Memphis, 
106 Mansportation vice-president. Newly- 

4 Mected directors taking office were: Paul 

106 @W. Hansell, freight traffic agent, Nash- 

1 e, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railroad; 

2 Morrest L. Lipe, general agent, Illinois 


87 Mentral Railroad; Ken D. Robinson, 
}o- affic representative, Spencer Chemical 
101 #o.; Clark C. Riffe, general agent, Chi- 
65 Mego, Burlington & Quincy Railroad; 
81 has. C. Moore, assistant traffic manager, 


95 ; umko Co.; G. M. “Gus” Irving, sales 


102 @Manager, L. Sondheimer Co.; J. M. 
71 Mim” Shipp, assistant cashier, Na- 
94 Monal Bank of Commerce; D. Frank 


109 @rown, Harrison Steamship Lines, and 
109 Muy A. Taylor, sales representative, 
56, 57 @& H Truck Lines. Hold-over directors 
110 He R. T. Seibert, general agent, Chi- 
107 Higo & North Western, and H. S. Mc- 



















Cover M@eskey, assistant traffic manager, Hum- 
107 »D Co. 
109 a * * 
91 MVirginia Colombo, of the Lyon Van & 
o., orage Co., and secretary of the Wom- 
Cover @’s Traffic Club of San Francisco, re- 
106 @ived an award for her prize winning 
59'@say, “Ideas for Interesting Club Meet- 
al gs,” at the “31st Birthday and Bosses’ 





ght” party of the club, held on October 
, at the Ft. Mason Officers Club. John 












E. Myers, traffic manager of Durkee 
Famous Foods, of Berkeley, Calif., and 
newly-elected regional vice-president of 
the south coast region of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America, made the pres- 
entation. The A. T. C. of A. sponsored 
the contest. The traffic club announced 
that it planned to hold a closed business 
meeting on November 15, at Marconi’s 
Restaurant, at which Anita Pruett, of the 
Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau and 
president of the club, was to report on 
the recent national convention of the 
A.T.C. of A., held in Miami, Fla. 
* *x * 

Nat H. Williams, general manager of 
the Williams Transportation Co., of Los 
Angeles, has been elected president of 
the Los Angeles Transportation Club, 
succeeding Henry E. Manker, traffic man- 
ager of the Plomb Tool Co. Mr. Wil- 
liams, a member of the board of direc- 
tors of the club and first vice-president 
for the last year, was scheduled to be 
installed, together with his slate of of- 
ficers, on November 16, at the Statler 
hotel. 

oe a * 

David N. Daly, traffic manager for the 
Bristol-Meyers Co., was the speaker at 
the November 1 meeting of the Chesa- 
peake Chapter of the Delta Nu Alpha 
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Transportation Fraternity, Inc., in the 
Baltimore Chamber of Commerce Build- 
ing. Mr. Daly presented some of the 
problems his company had faced in the 
last 10 years in the fields of warehous- 
ing, materials handling and shipping. 
A question and answer period followed 
his speech. Scheduled to speak at the 
next monthly meeting of the chapter 
is Al Stude, of Paul Jones & Co., on 
the subject, “The Port of Baltimore.” In 
response to a fraternity request to name 
its “father and son” teams, the chapter 
announced it had only one, namely, John 
S. Schad, Sr., vice-president, Atlantic 
Coast Freight Lines, and John S. Schad, 
Jr., sales representative for the A.C.F.L. 
x *” ~ 

The Central Ohio Chapter of the Delta 
Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, Inc., 
conducted a seminar on “The St. Law- 
rence Seaway and Its Possible Economic 
Effects Upon Ohio,” at a regular meeting 
of the chapter, at Desert Inn, in Colum- 
bus, O., on November 12. The panel 
included Professors Paul G. Craig, of the 
economics department, and A. J. Wright, 
of the commerce department, of Ohio 
State University. The program was 
under the direction of Lloyd E. Siberell, 
agent for the Norfolk & Western Rail- 
way. 
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Help Wanted 


We need an Assistant Sales Manager quali- 
fied to administer and direct National Ware- 
housing Sales Organization. Please send 
qualifications and photograph to Box No. 926. 





Desirous of hiring qualified warehousing 
and transportation salesman. Salary plus 
expenses plus bonus. An excellent oppor- 
tunity to join growing and aggressive firm 
with excellent opportunity for advancement. 
Piease send resume to Box No. 925. 





ASSISTANT to General Traffic Manager large 
multi-plant Feed Manufacturer. Must be 
experienced in feed rates and transit rules 
in Official and Southeastern Territories. Ex- 
cellent opportunity. Send qualifications, em- 
ployment history and salary required to 
Box # 939. 








Situations Wanted 





TRAFFIC MANAGER OR ASSISTANT. Age 
39. Experience 21 years Rail and Industrial. 
I.C.C. Practitioner. Will relocate. Write 
Box 946. 








Business Opportunities 





LIVESTOCK TRANSPORTATION CO. Cen. 
Calif. 21 Trucks & Trailers, maintenance 
shops. Choice real estate, best location. Large 
operation, tremendous potential. Excellent in 
every detail. Worthy of full investigation. 
Forced to sell. Dept. 23480. 


si dpe AMM SATA SS 
TRANSFER AND STORAGE CO. W.C. CALIF. 
Xint. loc. in a comm. bus. area. Rent is 
$325 per month for approx. 10,000 sq. ft. 
Good profits. Fine Rep. Own. is forced to 
sacr. Priced right. Dept. 23494. 


TRAILER PARK, S.W. NEVADA. INCLDS. 
apartments and income property. Ideal busi- 
ness site. Fully equipped. Unlimt. potential. 
Priced right. Dept. 23671. 


MOTOR FREIGHT COMPANY, LONG IS- 
LAND. N.Y. in operation for 37 years. Has 
excellent reputation. Continuous growth and 
excellent expansion opportunity. 27 Trailers 
and 21 Tractors. Outstanding investment 
opportunity. Dept. 42127. 


DELIVERY SERVICE, NEW YORK CITY. 
Pick up & delivery of local shipments. Free 
handling & office space. Xint. connections. 
Dept. 42287. 




















Business Opportunities 


DELIVERY SERVICE—E. CENTRAL MAINE. 
Delivery of groceries & general trucking. 
Loc. in country town in commercial area. 
Unlimited oppty. for expansion. Dept. 42266. 


TRANSPORTATION CO. Md. Extensive Ter. 
Xint. Profits, Compl. Equipt, Franchises, etc. 
Priced to Sell. Dept. 42234. 


WAREHOUSING OPERATION, No. West In- 
diana. Ideal sit. Few miles Chicago. Located 
within Chicago switching yards. Brick bldg. 
6 & 4 stories. Fully equip to hndl. all storage 
and warehousing. 17 personnel. Operates 6- 
day week. Large, level lot, 676 x 193. Well 
estab. business since 1924. Modern in all 
respects. Worthy full investigation. Profit- 
able. Dept. 62004. 


CHAS. FORD & ASSOC. INC. 
6425 Hilywd Bl, Los Angeles, Cal. 














Educational Books and Courses 


I.C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical 
authentic I.C. law course available by mail. 
Restricted to Attorneys, Practitioners or 
those qualified to prepare for practice. In- 
cludes Freight Forwarder Act. COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 404 State-Madison 
Bldg., 22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. 


REGULATION OF TRANSPORTATION, an 
old standby in the Traffic Profession since 
1946, is now available in its new 5th revised 
and enlarged edition, and only $8.00. This 
important book in its four previous editions 
was written by J. -H. Tedrow. Users and 
students of this book have a record of 90% 
admitted to practice. It has now been en- 
larged and brought up-to-date by Lee K. 
Matthews, Transportation Commissioner, St. 
Louis Chamber of Commerce. It is compact, 
simple and comprehensive. Covers acts, 
history, practice, evidence, quizzes and 
pleading forms. Over 400 leading ICC and 
Court cases cited. Complete practitioners’ 
course for class or individual study. En- 
dorsed by well-known traffic men and law- 
yers. Study for 15*days and if not com- 
pletely satisfied your $8.00 refunded. Wm. 
C. Brown Company, Publishers, Dubuque, 
Iowa. 








Notice 


Due to the death of Mr. Paul Somers, the 
offices of Richards & Somers at 40 Exchange 
Place, New York City are being closed. All 
pending future traffic transactions shall be 
handled by Raymond A. Richards at 13 Lap- 
ham Park, Webster, N.Y. Phones Webster 
430-431. 
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TRAFFIC DATES 


110 


NOVEMBER 6—Traffic Managers Conference of So 


: bod 19-20—Central Western Shippers Advisory Board, California, Los Angetes, com, 
colleges, universities and Denver, Colo. 6-7—Trans-Mo-Kansas Shippers Advisory 8 


20—T . A ‘ati fA : Saint Joseph, Mo. 
. y { ‘ —Transportation ssociation o merica ee ‘ 
traffic organizations are (Southeast Institute of Transportation), 11—American Waterways Operators, 


. . board of direct ting, 
using course materials of Atlanta, Ga. ica ae “_ 


the College of Advanced 29-30—Great Lakes Conference of Railroad and 12-13—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board 
Utilities Commissioners (first annual con- Beach, Fla. , 


: aa ion), Whi Iph ings, W.Va. : 
Traffic for courses in: vention), White Sulphur Springs - 13—Allegheny Shippers Advisory Board, 


29-30—National Agricultural Cooperative Trans- burgh, Pa. 

portation Committee of the National 
’ Council of Farmer Cooperatives (onnual JANUARY 
Transportation and meeting), Kansas City, Mo. 


&-9—Middlewest Shipper-Motor Carrier Ce 
Traffic Management 


ence, Des Moines, la. 
DECEMBER 9-10—Atlartic States Shippers Advisory 8 
4-5—Ohio Valley Shippers Advisory Board, Cin- Washington, D.C. 
Interstate Commerce cinnati, O. 19-23—Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Associa 
Law and Practice 4-6—National Freight Claim Committee of the (annual convention), Coronado, Calif. 


American Trucking Associations, Inc., 22-24—Southwest Shippers Advisory Board, 
Miami Beach, Fla. Antonio, Tex. 





General Business and 
Transport Economics 


Many of these courses 
were organized at the re- 


quest of traffic or busi- Annual Dinner Dates of Traffic Clubs 


ness organizations; if you 
, NOVEMBER 11—Northern New York Transportation (| 
would like the names of 2 : Watertown, N.Y. 
; . . 20—El Paso Traffic Club, El Paso, Tex. 
institutions near u 13—Great Falls Traffic Club, Great Falls, Ma 
ins 20—Women’s Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, Pitts- 


A 13—Women’s Traffic Club of Louisville, lo 
which offer such courses, burgh, Pa. ville, Ky. 


or details of how to start si atc — & Transportation Club, = 13—Oakland Traffic Club, Oakland, Calif. 
hoc th a Se. 14—Charlotte Traffic & Transportation Cl 
suc courses where none 23—Catawba Valley Traffic Club, Hickory, N.C. Charlotte, N.C. 


are currently offered, your 28—Transportation Club of Bloomington, Bloom- 14—Knoxville Traffic & Transportation Cl 
. : he c ill ington, Ill. Knoxville, Tenn. 
inquiry On the coupon wi 29—Transportation Club of Buffalo, Buffalo, N.Y. 14—Traffic Club of Fort Worth, Fort Worth, | 
bring full details. 29—Transportation Club of Winona, Winona, 14—Pacific Traffic Association of San Francis 
Minn. Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 
15—Boise Traffic Club, Boise, Ida. 
DECEMBER 18—Traffic Club of Fort Smith, Fort Smith, Ar 


College of Advanced Traffic 1—Columbia Traffic and Transportation Club, 26—Enid Traffic Club, Enid, Oklo. 


Columbia, S.C. 
4—Canton Traffic Club, | C .@) JANUARY 
22 W. Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. —Lanton Trame tub, inc., Canton, ©. 


4—Traffic Club of Detroit, Detroit, Mich 8—Women’s Traffic Association of Jackson 
: : : Jacksonville, Fla. 


8—Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Philadelphic 

5—Corpus Christi Traffic Association, Corpus ‘a-Wemen’s Trafic Club of Richmond, t 
Christi, Tex. beg 

6—Flint Traffic Club, Flint, Mich. 9—Polk County Traffic Club, Lakeland, Fle 


6—Oklahoma City Transportation Club, Okla- 10—Eostern North Carolina Traffic Club, Raleg 
homa City, Okla. N.C. 





4—Appalachian Traffic Club, Kingsport, Tenn. 


Mr. A. E. Berendt, Registrar 
Coliege of Advanced Traffic 
22 West Madison St. 
Chicago 2, Ill. 


[] Please let me know the names of in- 
stitutions in my area offering the 
courses described above. 


6—Traffic Club of Minneapolis, Minneapolis, 10—Traffic & Transportation Club of Shrevey 
Minn. Shreveport, La. 

8—New Bedford Traffic Club, Inc., New Bed- 10—Traffic Club of Wichita, Wichita, Kan. 
ford, Mass. 12—Charleston Traffic Club, Charleston, S.C 


11—Casper Traffic Club, Casper, Wyo. 12—Transportation Club of Seattle, Seattle, 


[] Please give me information about or- 
ganizing such coursgs in my area. 


Name 
11—Green Bay Traffic Club, Green Bay, Wis. 12—Traffic Club of Tampa, Tampa, Fla. 


11—Central Arkansas Traffic Club, Inc., Little 12—Transportation Club of Kansas City, Ke 
Rock, Ark. City, Mo. 


11—Transportation Club of Louisville, Inc., Louis- 14—Traffic Club of St. Louis, Inc., St. Louis 
ville, Ky. 15—Will County Transportation Club, Jolie 
11—Traffic Club of Tulsa, Tulsa, Okla. 15—La Crosse Traffic Club, Inc., La Crosse," 


Address 


City State . 
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